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Executive Summary 



The purpose of this report is to summarize the information submitted by State Education 
Agencies (SEAs) on the Survey of States' Limited English Proficient Persons and Available 
Education Services (SEA Survey) for the 1991-92 school year. 

The SEA Survey is specifically authorized by Section 7032(b) of the Bilingual Education 
Act (20 U.S.C. 3302) and SEA Program regulations (34 CFR 548.10). The explicit purpose of 
the SEA Survey is to collect information on the number of limited English proficient (LEP) 
persons in the state and the educational services provided or available to them. The results of 
this annual data collection activity are used to inform Congress and the U.S. Department of 
Education about the size of the LEP population and the services available for LEP persons. 

As a result of careful examination and review of each SEA Survey, verification of 
potential problem entries with the SEAs, and machine editing procedures, the results presented 
in this report provide an accurate portrayal of what the SEAs were reporting in 1991-92. 1 It 
should be noted, however, that these verification and editing exercises did not (and could not) 
address many of the concerns raised in a 1991 report to OBEMLA prepared by Atlantic 
Resources Corporation about the adequacies of within-state data collection procedures or lack of 
shared definitions across SEAs, either of which could lead to substantial inaccuracies. 

Enrollment of LEP Students 

The number of LEP students enrolled in public and nonpublic schools continued to 
increase in 1991-92. The 2,431,000 LEP students in 1991-92 represent an increase of almost 
200,000 students compared to the prior year, and nearly' 880,000 more LEP students in 



'Surveys were received from 46 states, the District of Columbia, American Samoa, the Northern Marianas, Palau, 
Puerto Rico, and the Virgin Islands. Pennsylvania, Virginia, West Virginia, and Guam did not participate in the SEA 
program, while Arkansas initially participated in FY 1992 and will not be required to file a Survey until FY 1993. 
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comparison to data reported for 1986-87, just five years earlier. As of 1991-92, LEP students 
comprised over 6 percent of the public school enrollment of students in grades K-12. 

California enrolls the largest number of LEP students, 1,079,000. More than one in five 
of the public school students in the state are LEP, and the state accounts by itself for about 46 
percent of the nation's LEP students. New Mexico also identifies 21 percent of its public school 
students as LEP students; Alaska, Arizona, and Texas each identify about 10 percent; and eight 
other states identify between 5 and 10 percent of their public school students as LEP. 

Educational Condition of LEP Students 

Lack of full response by the SEAs to the SEA Survey makes it difficult to generate a 
national picture of the educational condition of LEP students. SEAs reportedly face substantial 
problems in obtaining data on student performance classified by LEP status, and such indicators 
of educational condition as the number of dropouts also generate definitional problems within and 
across states. 

Twenty-eight SEAs, which enroll a total of 422,327 LEP students, indicated that 9,642 
LEP students, which is about 2.3 percent of their LEP students, were retained in grade during 
1991-92; 31 SEAs, enrolling 593,202 LEP students, reported 1 1,864 LEP students, or about 2.0 
percent of their states' LEP students, dropped out during that year. 

Data about the performance of LEP students on tests covering academic areas are 
particularly questionable because information is provided only about the number of LEP students 
who score below state norms. The total number of LEP students tested, the total number eligible 
for testing but who were not tested, and other contextual data (such as the basis of the state norm 
for those reporting) that are needed to interpret the number of students reported are not available. 
Results for reading are provided by 30 SEAs, for mathematics by 26 SEAs, and for either science 
or social studies by 1 1 SEAs each. Those SEAs reported about 274,000 LEP students scored 
below state norms in reading, about 178,000 in mathematics, and both science and social studies 
saw about 1 12,000 scoring below state norms. 
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Identifying LEP Students 

Who is identified as a LEP student depends on the definition of limited English 
proficiency and the method used for assessment. Most of the 46 SEAs that reported a definition 
base their definition of LEP status on a combination of a non-English language background and 
difficulties with speaking, reading, writing, and/or understanding English. This is not surprising 
since those criteria are at the heart of the federal definition of limited English proficiency. Non- 
English background is cited by 39 SEAs, and problems with speaking, reading, writing, and/or 
understanding are reported to be part of the definition of LEP status in 28 states. In 7 states, the 
SEA reported that defining LEP students was a local educational agency level concern. 

All the 52 SEAs that provided information about the tests and other methods used to 
identify LEP students in their states indicated that multiple methods were used; on average, SEAs 
reported use of more than 8 methods, with a range from 2 to 12 for the 12 methods listed on the 
SEA Survey. More specifically, 51 SEAs used language proficiency tests, 48 used home 
language surveys, 43 used teacher observation, 41 used information from parents, and 40 or fewer 
SEAs used one or more of the 8 other methods listed on the SEA Survey. 

Educational Programs for LEP Students 

Nearly 1.9 million LEP students attending public or nonpublic schools were reported to 
be enrolled in special programs during the 1991-92 school year designed to meet their 
educational needs. Among public school students, 79.1 percent were enrolled in special 
programs, and 26.5 percent of nonpublic students were enrolled in special programs. 

The largest proportions of LEP students were served in state and local programs, with 
those programs reportedly serving 49 percent of all LEP students. Among federal programs, 
Chapter 1 enrolled about 32 percent of LEP students, special education enrolled about 6 percent, 
and the Chapter 1 Migrant Education Program enrolled about 8 percent. The State Survey data 
suggest that the federal Title VII bilingual education programs enrolled about 262,000 LEP 
students. State and local bilingual education programs were reported to enroll 1,181,800 students, 
and ESL-only programs enrolled 647,000 LEP students. The SEAs report that more than 526,000 
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K-12 students, about 22 percent of all LEP students, were not enrolled in programs to meet their 
special educational needs during 1991-92. 
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Introduction 



The purpose of this report is to summarize the information submitted by State Education 
Agencies (SEAs) on the Survey of States' Limited English Proficient Persons and Available 
Education Services (SEA Survey) for the 1991-92 school year. Data from earlier years' surveys 
are included as appropriate. 

Submitting the SEA Survey is required of all SEAs participating in the State Education 
Agency Program of the Office of Bilingual Education and Minority Languages Affairs 
(OBEMLA), U.S. Department of Education (ED). The State Education Agency Program (SEA 
Program) is authorized by Part B, Title VII (Bilingual Education Act), Augustus F. Hawkins- 
Robert T. Stafford Elementary and Secondary School Improvement Amendments of 1988, P.L. 
100-297. 

Part B of the Bilingual Education Act provides for data collection, evaluation, and 
research activities. Funds shall be used for- 

(1) collecting data on the number of limited English proficient persons 
and the services available to such persons, 

(2) evaluating the operation and effectiveness of programs assisted 
under this subchapter, 

(3) conducting research to improve the effectiveness of bilingual 
education programs, and 

(4) collecting, analyzing, and disseminating data and information on 
bilingual education (section 3301), 

The SEA Survey is one of the primary methods used to address these points, and it is 
specifically authorized by Section 7032(b) of the Bilingual Education Act (20 U.S.C. 3302) and 



Report on SEA Survey: 1991-92 Page 1 



SEA Program regulations (34 CFR 548. 10). The explicit purpose of the SEA Survey is to collect 
information on the number of limited English proficient (LEP) persons in the state and the 
educational services provided or available to them. The results of this annual data collection 
activity are used to inform Congress and the U.S. Department of Education about the size of the 
LEP population and the services available for LEP persons. 2 

Data requirements on the SEA Survey are focused on meeting the legislative mandate. 
SEAs must report the number of students and the number of LEP students separately for public 
and nonpublic schools. Other data for which the SEAs are responsible for collecting and 
reporting include: the methods used by their local educational agencies to determine limited 
English proficiency; educational condition of LEP students in terms of grade retention and 
dropout rates and relative achievement status of LEP students in math, science, reading, and other 
subjects; and the number of LEP students enrolled in special federal or state/local programs. The 
SEA Survey form also provides an opportunity for SEAs to provide explanations for wide (i.e., 
more than 10 percent) fluctuations in LEP enrollment compared to the prior school year. The 
1991-92 SEA Survey is presented in Appendix C. 

SEA Program 

ED provides funds to the SEAs to assist them in carrying out the data collection, 
aggregation, analysis, and reporting of the data required in the SEA Survey. In addition, other 
activities can be carried out as long as the federal assistance supplements and, to the extent 
possible, increases the level of funds available for these activities. Other authorized activities 
may include: 



(1) the planning and development of educational programs such as 
those assisted under [the Bilingual Education Act]; 



2 Thc survey form itself is approved by the Office of Management and Budget with an expiration date of 
October 31, 1995. 
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(2) the review and evaluation of programs of bilingual education, 
including bilingual education programs that are not funded under 
[the Bilingual Education Act]; 

(3) the provision, coordination, or supervision of technical and other 
forms of nonfinancial assistance to local educational agencies, 
community organizations, and private elementary and secondary 
schools that serve limited English proficient persons; 

(4) the development and administration of instruments and procedures 
for the assessment of the educational needs and competencies of 
persons of limited English proficiency; 

(5) the training of state and local educational agency staff to carry out 
the purposes of [the Bilingual Education Act]; and 

(6) other activities and services designed to build the capacity of state 
and local educational agencies to serve the educational needs of 
persons of limited English proficiency (section 3302(c)). 



SEA Program Funding 

The SEA Program was originally authorized as part of the Bilingual Education Act during 
reauthorization of the Act in 1974. The amount of the SEA Program grant award for an 
individual SEA is based on the amount received by Local Education Agencies (LEAs) with the 
provisions that no SEA can receive more than 5 percent of that amount, on one hand, or less than 
$75,000 ($50,000 in FY 1988) on the other. The total amount awarded in the 1988-1992 period 
has ranged from about $5.0 million in FY 1988 to about $6.8 million in FY 1992. Most SEAs 
(e.g., 46 of the 54 SEA grant recipients in FY 1990) receive the minimum award. Table 1 
presents the amounts awarded to each participating SEA since FY 1988. 
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Table 1 

Title VII, Part B, Funding to State Educational Agencies (SEAs) 

Award Amounts by Fiscal Year 



SEA 


1988 


1989 


1990 


1991 


1992 


Alabama 


-- 


-- 


75,000 


75,000 


75,000 


Alaska 


50,000 


75,000 


75,000 


75,000 


75,000 


Arizona 


119,345 


176,565 


164,718 


188,896 


209,632 


Arkansas 


-- 


- 


- 


- 


75,000 


California 


1,155,982 


1,181,902 


1,122,895 


1,445,012 


1,631,542 


Colorado 


51,567 


75,000 


75,000 


75,000 


75,000 


Connecticut 


50,000 


75,000 


75,000 


-- 


75,000 


Delaware 


50,000 


75,000 


75,000 


75,000 


75,000 


District of Columbia 


50,000 


75,000 


75,000 


75,000 


75,000 


Florida 


99,642 


94,039 


75,000 


75,000 


75,000 


Georgia 


50,000 


75,000 


75,000 


75,000 


75,000 


Hawaii 


50,000 


75,000 


75,000 


75,000 


75,000 


Idaho 


50,000 


75,000 


75,000 


75,000 


75,000 


Illinois 


106,257 


101,484 


84,933 


116,585 


111,536 


Indiana 


50.000 


75,000 


75,000 


75.000 


75,000 


Iowa 


50,000 


65,583 


75,000 


75,000 


75,000 


Kansas 


50,000 


66,996 


75,000 


75,000 


75,000 


Kentucky 


50,000 


75,000 


75,000 


75,000 


75,000 


Louisiana 


69,226 


75,000 


75,000 


75,000 


75,000 


Maine 


50,000 


75,000 


75,000 


75,000 


75.000 


Maryland 


50,000 


75,000 


75,000 


75,000 


75,000 


Massachusetts 


101,788 


88,379 


75,000 


93,910 


124,597 


Michigan 


161,908 


107,971 


87,075 


84,327 


86,339 


Minnesota 


50,000 


75,000 


75,000 


75,000 


^5,000 


Mississippi 


51,433 


75,000 


75,000 


75,000 


75,000 


Missouri 


50,000 


75,000 


75,000 


75,000 


75,000 


Montana 


50,200 


75,000 


75,000 


75,000 


75,000 


Nebraska 


50,000 


75,000 


75,000 


75,000 


75,000 


Nevada 


50,000 


75,000 


75,000 


75,000 


75,000 


New Hampshire 


50,000 


75.000 


75.000 


75,000 


75,000 


New Jersey 


57,790 


75,000 


75,000 


75,000 


75,000 


New Mexico 


156,921 


174,134 


177,426 


193,943 


207,009 


New York 


704,233 


670,725 


559.448 


666,197 


694,788 


North Carolina 


50,000 


75,000 


75,000 


75,000 


75,000 


North Dakota 


53.760 


75,000 


75,000 


75,000 


75,000 


Ohio 


51,443 


75,000 


75,000 


75,000 


75,000 


Oklahoma 


92,533 


117,621 


142,919 


173,247 


231,878 


Oregon 


50,000 


75,000 


75,000 


75,000 


75,000 


Pennsylvania 


— 


-- 


-- 




— 


Rhode Island 


50.000 


75,000 


75,000 


75,000 


75,000 


South Carolina 


- 


- 


75,000 


75,000 


75,000 


South Dakota 


50,000 


75,000 


75,000 


75,000 


75,000 


Tennessee 


50,000 


75,000 


7!>,000 


75,000 


75,000 


Texas 


117,624 


244,468 


205,602 


263,196 


234,575 


Utah 


50,000 


75,000 


75,000 


75,000 


75,000 


Vermont 


50,000 


75,000 


75,000 


75,000 


75,000 


Virginia 




- 


— 


- 


— 


Washington 


83,330 


75,000 


75,000 


75,000 


75,000 


West Virginia 


- 


75,000 


70,400 


60,000 




Wisconsin 


50.000 


75,000 


75,000 


75,000 


75,000 


Wyoming 


50,000 


50,000 


59 A 584 


62,585 


65,744 


American Samoa 


50,000 


75,000 


75,000 


75,000 


75,000 


F.S. Micronesia 


50,000 


-- 


— 


— 




Guam 


50,000 


75,000 


75,000 


75,000 


75,000 


Northern Marianas 


50,000 


75,000 


75,000 


75,000 


— 


Palau 


50,000 


75,000 


59,584 


75,000 


75,000 


Puerto Rico 


50,000 


75,000 


75,000 


75,000 


75,000 


U.S. Virgin Islands 


50,000 


75,000 


75,000 


75.000 


75.000 


Overall Total 


4,984,992 


6.065,167 


5.899.584 


6,497,898 


6,822,740 


Source: 1988, 1989, 1990: 


OBEMLA (1991), 


p. 28; 1991, IS 


)92: GCMS File 
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In recent years, SEA participation in the program has been high, but not universal. In 
both FY 1988 and FY 1989, 52 SEAs participated; 54 participated in FY 1990. For FY 1991 
and 1992, 53 of 57 3 participated. Two SEAs have not participated during the 1988-1992 period 
at all, Pennsylvania and Virginia. Arkansas' initial participation came in FY 1992. 4 The only 
other nonparticipating SEAs during this five-year period have been Alabama and South Carolina 
(1988 and 1989) and West Virginia (1988, 1991, and 1992). 

Data Limitations 

In 1990, OBEMLA contracted with Atlantic Resources Corporation (ARC) to assess the 
quality of data submitted by the SEAs. That study, entitled A?x Analysis of Title VII State 
Educational Agency Grant Report Requirements, uncovered problems in the collection and 
reporting of the data and made several suggestions for changes in procedures at the SEA and 
OBEMLA levels to improve data quality. 5 OBEMLA acted on these recommendations by 
developing a new reporting form and providing training to SEA personnel to ensure that those 
completing the forms agreed upon procedures and definitions. The new form went into effect 
for the 1991-92 school year, so some of the data from that year have no direct match to prior 
years because of item clarifications and other changes. 6 

In preparing this report on data for the 1991-92 school year, each. SEA survey was closely 
examined to ensure that entries were logical and appropriate. (A full description of these 
procedures is provided in Appendix B.) When data were missing, illogical, or inappropriate, the 
SEA official responsible for submitting the SEA Survey was contacted, the potential problem was 

*F.S. Micronesia became independent in 1991. 

4 Becausc FY 1992 was the first year of funding for Arkansas, no data from Arkansas* SEA Survey will be 
available until the 1992-93 SEA Survey. 

^he findings and recommendations were presented to OBEMLA in 1991, and OBEMLA summarized them in 
the Condition of Bilingual Education, June 30, 1991. 

6 As an example of a data request that has been clarified, new directions state that the number of LEP students 
enrolled in programs to meet their educational needs (item I, A, 3) added to the number of LEP students not enrolled 
in such programs but who could benefit from participation (item I, A, 5) should sum to the total number of LEP 
students in the state reported in item I, A, 2. In years past, according to the ARC analysis, most SEAs interpreted 
this series of items quite differently and, therefore, provided non-equivalent data. 
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described, and the SEA was provided the opportunity to change its entry. Problems that involved 
errors in arithmetic were corrected as a step in data entry, and they were called to the attention 
of OBEMLA. 

As a result of the close examination of each SEA Survey, verification of potential problem 
entries with the SEAs, and machine editing procedures, the results presented in this report 
provide an accurate portrayal of what the SEAs were reporting in 1991-92. It should be noted, 
however, that these verification and editing exercises did not (and could not) address many of 
the concerns raised in the ARC report about the adequacies of within-state data collection 
procedures or lack of shared definitions across SEAs, either of which could lead to substantial 
inaccuracies. 7 

This report also presents some data from the 1990-91 SEA Survey. As noted, the form 
was changed following that year, so some items do not match. Further, it was not possible to 
verify potentially problematic entries on the earlier form with SEA officials, so the only 
adjustments made to the 1990-91 data involve correcting arithmetic errors or correcting for 
obvious misunderstandings of the respondents (such as adding the sum of all Title VII 
participants to the number of participants in each Title VII program, which results in a duplicated 
count). 

Structure of the Report 

The balance of this report is presented in five sections. The first section highlights 
national data about the numbers of LFP students in grades K-12 identified by the SEAs. The 
second section describes the educational condition of LEP students in terms of retention rates, 
dropout rates, and levels of academic achievement. The procedures used to identify LEP students 
are the focu? of the third section, with particular attention paid to differences in definitions of 

? As an example, the ARC report indicated that many SEA officials felt that the process of obtaining data on 
private school enrollments of LEP students is not improving or improvable; ARC concluded n [t]hat the number of 
LEP students reported by the SEAs in private schools gives a false impression of accuracy and completeness where 
such is not the case" (1991, p. 4-26). As a result, OBEMLA now requires that public and nonpublic LEP student 
counts be reported separately. In 1991-92, all 52 responding SEAs reported public school LEP enrollments, but only 
38 reported counts for nonpublic schools. 
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LEP status across states. The fourth section indicates how many LEP students are receiving 
special program services and provides a summary of the programs available to LEP students. 
The final section includes discussions of findings and their implications, with an emphasis on 
data limitations. Three appendices are included: Appendix A is a summary of the methods used 
to compile, review, and verify the SEA Survey data used in this report; Appendix B includes 
supplementary tables, by SEA, for all data summarized in the body of the report; Appendix C 
is a copy of the 1991-92 SEA Survey form. 
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Enrollment of LEP Students 



SEAs in the U.S. and territories reported that over 2,430,000 LEP students were enrolled 
in public or nonpublic elementary or secondary schools during the 1991-92 school year. 8 This 
count is almost 200,000 larger (9 percent) than the number reported for 1990-91 and reflects an 
upward trend over the past several years, as illustrated by Figure 1. Since 1985-86, yearly 
increases in the number LEP students have ranged from a low of 3.6 percent from 1989-90 to 
1990-91 to a high of 17.5 percent from 1987-88 to 1988-89. The average yearly increase in 
number of LEP students during this period was 8.8 percent. 



Figure 1 

Trends in Enrollment of LEP Students, 
1985-86 to 1991-92 



Number of Students 
3,000,000 



500,000 



2,430,713 




1985-86 



Source: 1985-86, 1986-87. and 1987-88. ARC (1991) 
1988-89 and 1989-90. OBEMLA (1991) 
1990-91 and 1991-92, SEA Surveys 



1990-91 



1991-92 



h This reported count is not a national count of LEP students for several reasons. First, several SEAs do not 
participate in the SEA Program or the SEA Survey, and we can assume there are LEP students who reside in those 
states. Second, it is likely that some LEP students are not counted in some of the states simply because they are 
missed. Third, in previous years, according to the ARC report, SEA officials conceded that nonpublic school LEP 
students were probably undercounled. Fourth, the definition of LEP students varies across SEAs such that children 
counted in one state may not be considered as LEP and therefore not be counted if they moved to another state. 
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In the 1991-92 school year, the total number of LEP students enrolled in the nation's 
public and private schools increased by 9 percent over 1990-91. Three SEAs (Alabama, Oregon, 
and Utah) reported increases in LEP student enrollment of over 50 percent. A total of nine SEAs 
(18% of the total reporting) reported increases of more than 20 percent from the LEP enrollment 
in 1990-91. Ten SEAs reported decreases in LEP enrollment, and of these, only four reported 
decreases in LEP student enrollment of more than ten percent from 1990-91. 

Out of the 42,791,000 total public and nonpublic students reported by the SEAs in 
1991-92, 2,431,000 (almost 6%) were LEP. LEP students constituted over 6 percent of public 
student enrollment, while LEP students comprised only slightly more than 1 percent of nonpublic 
students. (Table 2) 

Table 2 



Number and Percent of Public and Nonpublic School Students 
Who are Limited English Proficient 
1991-92 



Type of Student 


Total Number 


Number LEP 


Percent LEP 


Public School Students 


38,760,857 


2,380,775 


6.1 


Nonpublic School Students 


4,030,136 


49,937 


1.2 


Total 


42,790,993 


2,430,712 


5.7 



As shown in Figure 2, the western and southwestern states generally have higher 
proportions of LEP students than do states in other regions of the country. California and New 
Mexico had the highest proportions of LEP students, with each reporting that 19.1 percent of 
their total enrollments were LEP students. Three states; Arizona, Alaska, and Texas; reported 
LEP students enrollments of approximately 10 percent of their total enrollments. Of the states 
reporting, over one half reported LEP enrollments of 3 percent or less of their total student 
enrollments, end fifteen of these states reported proportions of less than one percent. 
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Figure 2 

Percent LEP Enrollment by State, 1991-92 




For llic 1991-92 school \ ear. California reported by far the largest state number of LEP 
students (1.079.000). In fact, LEP students enrolled in schools in Ca'Yornia account for about 
46 percent of me nation's total LEP student enrollment. Texas had the second largest number 
of LEP students with ."32.000. and New York had the third largest with 184,857. (Appendix B. 
Table B 1 aj. 
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Educational Condition of LEP Students 

The Bilingual Education Act calls for grant recipients to report data on "evidence of the 
educational condition of the limited English proficient students, such as reading, mathematics, 
and subject matter test scores, and, where available, data on grade retention rates and student 
dropout rates" (section 7021(c)(2)(c)(iii)). Providing these data has long been a problem for 
SEAs; according to the ARC analysis, these items generally have had the lowest response rates. 
For the years that ARC analyzed, SEA response rates to the questions about dropout and 
retention rates were less than 50 percent. At the same time, however ARCs survey results 
indicated all SEA Title VII offices collected these data. The SEA respondents to the ARC survey 
also rated these data as being of the poorest quality of any of the SEA Survey data elements. 
ARC concluded their analysis of the educational condition items as follows: "[a]s currently 
reported the data appear to be incomplete, difficult to aggregate or interpret, and potentially 
misleading" (ARC, 1991, pp. 4-29 4-30). 

For the 1991-92 SEA Survey, low response rates continue to be a concern, with 31 SEAs 
providing data on dropouts, 28 on retention, and 30 on test performance. Lack of full response 
by the SEAs to the SEA Survey makes it difficult to generate a national picture of the 
educational condition of LEP students. SEAs reportedly face substantial problems in obtaining 
data on student performance classified by LEP status, and such indicators of educational 
condition as the number of dropouts also generate definitional problems within and across states. 

Retention and Dropout Rates 

Table 3 presents a summary across responding SEAs of the number and percent of LEP 
students who were retained or dropped out of school in 1991-92. The 28 SEAs providing data 
on retention enroll a total of 422,327 LEP students (fewer than 20 percent of the number reported 
by all SEAs). These SEAs indicated that 9,642 students were reported as being retained in grade; 
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that number is equivalent to about 2.3 percent of the total number of LEP students in their states. 
On an SEA-by-SEA basis, the percentage of retentions ranged from 0.1 percent to 5.4 percent 
(see table B2b in Appendix B); it is not clear whether this difference reflects real differences 
between retention patterns among states or reporting differences. The percentage of LEP students 
who were retained or who dropped out in 1990-91 was about the same as that reported for 
1991-92. 

Table 3 

Number and Percent of LEP Students Who Were Retained or Who Dropped Out of School 

1990-91 and 1991-92 





1990-91 LEP 
Students 


1991-92 LEP 
Students 


Student Status 


Number 


Percent 


Number 


Percent 


Retained in one or more grades"' 


8,162 


2.1% 


9,642 


2.3% 


Dropped out of school 6 ' 


12,679 


2.5% 


11,864 


2.0% 



* Twenty-eight SEAs responded to this data item. 
v Thirty-one SEAs responded to this data item. 



Table 3 also provides a summary of dropout data, indicating that 11,864 LEP students 
were reported to have dropped out in 1991-92. These data are from 31 SEAs, enrolling 593,202 
LEP students or about one-fourth of the nation's LEP students. The number of reported LEP 
student dropouts constitutes about 2.0 percent of the responding states' LEP students. Across 
SEAs, the LEP dropout rate ranged from a low of 0.1 percent in one SEA (and 0.3 percent in 
two others) to a high of 8 percent for two responding SEAs. As is the case for retentions, it is 
not possible to determine from the SEA Survey data whether these dropout rate differences 
reflect actual patterns or reporting differences. 

Academic Test Performance 

Data about the performance of LEP students on tests covering academic areas are also 
questionable because of the low SEA response rates: results for reading are provided by 30 
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SEAs, for mathematics by 26 SEAs, and for science or social studies by 1 1 SEAs each. 9 In 
addition, even from the reporting SEAs, too little information is provided to interpret the results. 
More specifically, information is provided only about the number of LEP students who score 
below state norms; information on the total number of LEP students tested, the total number 
eligible for testing but who were not tested, and such other contextual data as the basis of the 
state norm, what grade levels of students are commonly tested, level of the test, and so forth are 
not provided. 10 States may use the results of pre-existing state or local testing programs for 
the academic test performance data, some of which test a sample of students rather than the 
universe. Since states are not required to report the type of methodology used to report the 
performance data, it is not possible to know how many states rely on sample data for this 
information, nor whether the sample data are weighted or unweighted. 

Table 4 summarizes SEA-reported data on the number of LEP students scoring below 
state norms. The 30 SEAs responding for reading reported that about 274,000 LEP students 
scored below state norms. For mathematics, 26 SEAs reported that about 178,000 scored below 
the state norm. For both science and social studies, about 112,000 were reported as scoring 
below state norms. Appendix Table B2c provides state-by-state information about the number 
of LEP students who score below state norms. 



Collectively, the 30 SEAs providing results for reading enroll only about 38 percent of all enrolled LEP 
students, and the 1 1 SEAs reporting results for social studies and science enroll only 18 percent of the total number 
of reported LEP enrollees across all SEAs that responded to the SEA Survey. 

1(> Thc 1990-91 SEA Survey also asked the SEA to indicate how many students who were tested were above state 
norms, below state norms, or at the state norm; presumably, those three categories sum to the number of LEP 
students tested and for whom data arc available at the SEA level. 
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Table 4 



Number and Percentage of LEP Students Scoring Below State Norms, 

By Subject 
1991-92 a/ 



Subject Tested 


LEP Students Scoring Below 
State Norms 




Number 


Percent 


English Reading 137 


273,689 


29.8 


Mathematics 0 


178,300 


20.2 


Science^ 


112,394 


26.7 


Social Studies 07 


111,738 


26.5 



* These data should be intepreted with caution because it is not known (1) how many LEP 
students were tested; (2) how many LEP students were eligible for testing; and (3) what was the basis 
of the state norm. 

w Thirty SEAs responded to this data item. 

d Twenty-six SEAs responded to this data item. 

07 Eleven SEAs responded to :his data item. 

d Eleven SEAs responded to this data item. 

Educational Condition Data Limitations 

The data collected through the SEA Survey may not provide a valid picture of the 
educational condition of LEP students for four reasons. First, the SEA response rate is too low 
to provide confidence that the reported data are typical of all states. This is compounded by the 
fact that, while a slight majority of SEAs may actually provide a response, those states enroll no 
more than about one-fourth of the nation's LEP students, so most LEP students' educational 
conditions are not reflected in the SEA Survey data. 

Second, SEA reports of dropout and retention rates and test results are based on locally 
generated data that are reported to the SEA directly or collected from LEAs by the SEAs via 
surveys. The magnitude of the variations across states in the percent of LEP retention and 
dropouts, which appear greater than would be expected based on actual local patterns (particularly 
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once local data are aggregated at the state level), suggest that within-state data reporting problems 
may be common. 

The third reason is a particular problem for dropout data: determining whether a student 
has in fact dropped out (rather than transferred, deceased, stopped out, etc.) is subject to different 
interpretations at the local and state levels. As a consequence, SEAs are likely basing their 
counts on different approaches to determining dropout status. Although the SEA Survey form's 
directions tell the SEAs not to count stopouts cr transfers, determining the actual status of an 
individual child is not that easy. 

The fourth reason is specific to the test data: too little information is provided to interpret 
the data that are provided. As a result, no one can look at the data on the number of LEP 
students scoring below state norms and draw any conclusions about the educational condition of 
LEP students. At a minimum, three additional data elements are needed: (1) how many LEP 
students were tested; (2) how many were eligible for testing; and (3) what was the basis of the 
state norm. 
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Identifying LEP Students 



Currently, there is no federally mandated definition of limited English proficiency, and, 
therefore who is determined to be LEP depends largely on state and local agencies. The lack of 
a uniform definition of limited English proficiency has led to a wide range of identification 
methods and procedures used to identify students for LEP services across states, districts, and 
schools, and to inconsistent reporting of information on LEP students within and across states. 



The federal definition of "limited English proficiency" is found in Section 7003 of the 
Title VII Act: 

(1) The terms "limited English proficiency" and "limited English proficient" when used with 
reference to individuals means: 



(A) individuals who were not born in the United States or whose native language is 
other than English; 

(B) individuals who come from environments where language other than English is 
dominant; and 

(C) individuals who are American Indian and Alaskan Natives and who come from 
environments where language other than English has had a significant impact on 
their level of English language proficiency; and who, by reason thereof, have 
sufficient difficulty speaking, reading, writing, or understanding the English 
language to deny such individuals the opportunity to learn successfully in 
classrooms where the language of instruction is English or to participate fully in 
our society. 



The SEA Survey requests that states describe the criteria/definitions used to identify LEP 
students. These criteria/definitions are not necessarily state mandated, and in many states, LEAs 
have the authority to set identification criteria and procedures. Several states (and/or localities) 
have elected to use all or part of the federal LEP definition. In 1991-92, 44 states and outlying 
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areas (and/or their LEAs) used the non-English background provision, 29 used the difficulties 
with the four language proficiencies (speaking, reading, writing, or understanding English) 
provision, and 26 used both. Seventeen states used various percentile cutoffs as a criteria for 
determining limited English proficiency. Other factors used by states to identify LEP students 
include grade reports and teacher judgment. 

Table 5 



Type of Criteria Used by States to Identify LEP Students 

1991-92 
(n=51) 



Criteria 


Number of States 


Percent of States 


Non-English Language Background 


44 


86.3% 


Difficulty with the Four Proficiencies 


29 


56.9% 


Percentile Cutoff 


17 


33.3% 


Local Determination 


9 


17.6% 


Other 


13 


25.5% 



OBEMLA believes that a thorough identification process first should involve a home 
language survey to determine if any other language other than English is spoken in the home. 
If the survey produces a positive response, OBEMLA recommends that at least one objective and 
one subjective measure of English proficiency should be employed. The objective measure could 
be a standardized achievement test. Scoring below a certain percentile ranking would signify 
LEP status. Subjective measures could include recommendations from parents, classroom 
teachers, counselors, or others with direct knowledge of the student's ability to learn and perform 
in an all English class (OBEMLA, The Condition of Bilingual Education in the Nation: A 
Report to Congress and the President, 1992). 

During the 1991-92 school year, all but 4 of the reporting SEAs used a home language 
survey as a factor in identifying LEP students, although it is not possible to ascertain from the 
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SEA Survey whether it formed the basis of determining limited English proficiency. Of the 
subjective criteria that may have been used by states, most used teacher observation (43 states), 
parent information (41 states) and student records (40 states). About three-quarters of the states 
also relied on referrals, teacher interviews, student grades, and informal assessments. All but one 
state used at least one language proficiency test as an objective measure of limited English 
proficiency, with the Language Assessment Scales (LAS) and the Language Assessment Battery 
(LAB) most commonly reported across states. Achievement tests were used in 37 states 
(including the CTBS, ITBS, SAT, and CAT) and criterion referenced tests were used by 19 states 
and/or their LEAs (Table 6). 



Table 6 

Type of Tests Used to Identify LEP Students 
1991-92 



Type of Test 


Number of States 


Percent of States 


Language Proficiency Test (n=52) 


51 


98.1% 


Achievement Test (n=52) 


37 


71.2% 


Criterion Referenced Test (n=50) 


19 


38.0% 


Other (n=50) 


22 


44.0% 



In general, states use multiple criteria in identifying LEP students. In 1991-92, all of the 
states used at least two criteria, and about 90 percent of the states used six or more. Nine states 
(and/or their LEAs) used all twelve criteria. 
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Figure 3 

Methods Used by SEAs for Identifying 
LEP Students, 1991-92 

Method 
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Figure 4 

Number of Methods Used by SEAs for Identifying 
LEP Students, 1991-92 

Number of Methods 




9 

ERIC 



Page 22 Special Issues Analysis Center 



5 



Educational Programs for LEP Students 



Federal, State, and Local Programs 

LEP students may receive services through one or more of a variety of federal, state, and 
local educational programs. With the passage of the Bilingual Education Act in 1968, the federal 
government directly addressed the educational needs of LEP students, primarily through the 
provision of English language instruction to low-income LEP students. As the program evolved, 
Congress eliminated the poverty requirements and allowed states to include instruction in the 
children's native language. Currently, there are five major programs designed to serve LEP 
children funded under Title VII (Part A) n : 



The Transitional Bilingual Education (TBE) Program-assists LEP students in 
elementary and secondary schools to acquire English language skills and also to 
meet the promotion and graduation standards by providing content area instruction 
in the native language to the extent necessary; 

The Developmental Bilingual Education (DBE) Programs-are full-time 
instructional programs which provide structured English language instruction and 
instruction in a second language. These programs must help students achieve 
competence in English and a second language while mastering subject matter 
skills; 



The Special Alternative Instructional Program (SAIP)-offers specially designed 
curricula to meet the linguistic and instructional needs of LEP students in 
elementary and secondary schools. In such programs the native language of the 
LEP students need not be used; 



11 A sixth Part A program, the Academic Excellence Program, is a demonstration/dissemination program that is 
not designed to provide direct services to children. 
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The Family English Literacy (FEL) Program-assists LEP adults and out-of- 
school youth to achieve competence in English. Classes may be conducted in 
English only or in English and the students' native language. Preference for 
inclusion in the program is given to the parents and immediate family of LEP 
students assisted under the Bilingual Education Act; and 

The Special Populations Program (SPP)— assists preschool, special education, and 
gifted and talented programs serving LEP students. 



In addition to the listed Title VII programs, LEP students may receive services under the 
Recent Arrival and Magnet Middle Schools priorities of the TBE and SAIP programs. 

■ Recent Arrival Priority Grants — are allocated to LEAs to serve students who are 
part of recent and major influxes of LEP students into school districts. 

■ The Middle School Mcgnet Program — is designed to serve LEP students grades 
6 through 9 in existing magnet schools with an emphasis on academic 
achievement and dropout prevention. Magnet School grants were given to SAIP 
and DBE programs during the 1991-92 school year. 

LEP students may also be served under several federally funded programs other than Title 
VII that are targeted to educationally and/or economically disadvantaged students. These 
programs include: 



Chapter 1, Title I, ESEA— provides instructional and support services to 
educationally disadvantaged students in school districts with high concentrations 
of low-income children; 

Chapter 1 , Migrant— provides financial assistance to SEAs to establish and improve 
programs to meet the special needs of migratory children of migratory agricultural 
workers or fishers through instructional and support services; 

Even Start— supports family centered educational programs that involve parents 
and children in a cooperative effort to help parents become full partners in the 
education of their children and to assist children in reaching their full potential as 
learners; 

Emergency Immigrant Education Assistance Program— assists SEAs and LEAs in 
providing supplementary education services and offsetting costs for immigrant 
children enrolled in elementary and secondary public and nonpublic schools; 
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■ Special Education-provides formula grants to SEAs to help meet the costs of 
providing special education and related services to address the needs of children 
with disabilities; and 

■ Vocational Education— assists states' efforts to expand and improve their programs 
of vocational education and provide equal opportunity in vocational education for 
traditionally underserved populations. 

While the federal government has been playing an increasing role in serving LEP students 
over the last two decades, states have traditionally provided some, formal education programs to 
provide English-language instruction to immigrant populations from as early as the mid- 1800s. 
Today, over one-half of the states provide bilingual education programs, and almost two-thirds 
operate English as a second language (ESL) programs. 

LEP Enrollment in Federal Programs 12 

In 1991-92, nearly 78 percent (1.8 million) of LEP students reported by SEAs received 
services through programs specifically designed to meet their educational needs. The percentage 
of public school LEP students (79.1 percent) receiving services was significantly greater that for 
LEP students enrolled in nonpublic schools (26.5 percent). (Table 7) 

Of the 51 states and outlying areas that reported information on the number of LEP 
students served, over one-half reported serving 80 percent or more of their LEP student 
population. Two states, Alaska and Rhode Island, reported serving all identified LEP students 
in targeted programs. (Table 7 and B2a) 



12 Pucrto Rico provided total federal program participant counts rather than counts for identified Limited Spanish 
Proficient (LSP) students. Therefore, the federal program data for Puerto Rico have been eliminated from this 
analysis. 
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Table 7 



Number and Percent of Public and Nonpublic School LEP Students Enrolled 
in Programs Designed to Meet their Educational Needs 
1990-91 and 1991-92 



Type of Student 


LEP Students Enrolled in Programs Designed to 
Meet Their Educational Needs 


1990-91 


1991-92 


Number 


Percent 


. Number 


Percent 


Public School Students 
Nonpublic School Students 


1,729,986 
12,851 


79.1% 
26.5% 


1,882,521 
13,216 


79.1% 
26.5% 


Total 


1,745,105 


78.2% 


1,895,737 


78.0% 



At the national level, 262,047 LEP students were provided services through the Title VII 
funded programs, constituting 11 percent of all LEP students. Eight percent of LEP students 
were enrolled in the TBE program, 2 percent in SAIP, and less than 1 percent in each of 
remaining programs. Forty-one states and outlying areas reported serving LEP students through 
TBE program, 37 through SAIP, 1 1 through DBE programs, 11 through FELP, 12 through SPP, 
9 through the Recent Arrivals Program, and 4 through the Magnet Schools Program. (Table 8 
and Table B7) 

Of the non-Title VII federal programs, the Chapter 1 program was the most common 
program for service delivery to LEP students. Nationally, about 32 percent of LEP students were 
enrolled in Chapter 1, and over three-quarters of the states and territories reported serving LEP 
students through the program. The Emergency Immigrant Education Assistance Act program 
enrolled 30 percent of the LEP students and was offered in 35 states. Relatively few LEP 
students were reported as being served through Chapter 1 Migrant (8 percent), Special Education 
(6 percent), Vocational (3 percent), and Even Start (1 percent). LEP students were also served 
in a handful of other federally funded programs, including Chapter 2, Head Start, and Title V 
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Indian Education. See Appendix Table B7 for the types of other federal programs by state that 
enrolled LEP students during the 1991-92 school year. 

LEP Enrollment in State and Local Programs 13 

LEP students were more likely to participate in a state or local bilingual education 
program than in a federal program. Almost one-half of all LEP students received services 
through a state bilingual program. Nearly two-thirds of the states and outlying areas reported 
serving LEP children through state operated bilingual programs. About 27 percent of students 
served through special programs received through services through a state ESL only program. 
(Table 8 and Appendix Table B7.) 

There were few changes in program participation between 1990-91 and 1991-92. For 
example, within the Title VII programs, TBE participation decreased from 8.7 to 7.7 percent. 
Small increase occurred in the DBE and SIAP programs, while program participation remained 
unchanged in the Family English Literacy and Special Population Programs. The changes that 
did occur were within the other federal program categories. LEP participation in the Emergency 
Immigrant Education Assistance Program almost tripled, while Chapter 1 LEP participation 
declined from 52 to 32 percent between years. (Table 8) 



,3 Florida reported a highly duplicated count of the number of LEP students served through the State's Bilingual 
Education program (1 88,730 LEP students enrolled in the State Bilingual Education Program, compared to 97,288 
total LEP students). Because the magnitude of the duplication of participant counts greatly impacted the national 
estimates, Florida's numbers were reduced to reflect the total number of LEP students served reported in Item I. A. 3 
(83,825 students). 
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Table 8 



Types of Programs Serving LEP Students 
1991-92 



Type of Program 


Percent of National LEP Served 


1990-91 


1991-92 


Title VII Programs 






iransiiionai Diiinguai education 


8.7 


7.7 


Developmental Bilingual Education 


0.1 


0.3 


Special Alternative Instruction Program 


1.4 


1.9 


Recent Arrivals 


0.0 


.3 


Magnet Schools 


.004 


.04 


Family English Literacy Program 2 ^ 


U.j 


U.3 


Special Populations 


0.2 


0.2 


Total Title VII 


10.7 


10.7 


Other Federal Programs 






v^iiapier i 


52.3 


31.5 


Migrant 


b/ 


7.5 


Even Start 


.02 


0.6 


Emergency Immigrant Education Assistance Act 


11.4 


29.9 


Special Education 


6.6 


6.3 


Vocational Education 


b/ 


3.0 


State Programs 






State Bilingual Education 


£/ 


48.6 


State ESL Only 


£/ 


26.6 



a/ The Family English Literacy Program was designed to serve the parents of Title VII students and out-of-school 
youth. 

b/ Data not collected in 1990-91 

c/ Data not collected in same format as the 1991-92 data. 
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Findings and Implications 



Enrollment of LEP Students 

For the 1991-92 school year, SEAs in the U.S. and territories reported that over 2,430,000 
LEP students were enrolled in public or nonpublic elementary or secondary schools. This count 
reflects an upward trend over the past several years: since 1985-86, yearly increases in the 
number of LEP students have averaged 8.8 percent. It is not known what proportion of this high 
rate of increase is due to actual growth in the LEP population, better reporting, or changes in 
definitions of LEP status, but the consistency of the increase argues for a large proportion being 
due to population change. 

Only 39 SEAs reported on the number of LEP students in nonpublic schools and the 
percentage of LEP students for the reporting SEAs is much lower than for public schools. It is 
not clear how much of the difference in LEP percentages between public and nonpublic schools 
is due to actual differences in the populations served or to inadequate reporting procedures within 
states. It is clear, however, that there is a nonpublic LEP student undercount because about one- 
fourth of the SEAs do not provide any data an the numbers of nonpublic students. 

Educational Condition of LEP Students 

The data provided on the SEA Survey do not provide a valid basis for making judgments 
about the educational condition of LEP students. Too few SEAs respond to the specific items 
to produce a national pattern and insufficient supporting information is provided to interpret the 
data that are provided. 
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Identifying LEP Students 

The SEA Survey requests that states describe the criteria/definitions used to identify LEP 
students. These criteria/definitions are not necessarily state mandated, and in many states, LEAs 
have the authority to set identification criteria and procedures. Several states (and/or localities) 
have elected to use all or part of the federal LEP definition. In 1991-92, 44 states and outlying 
areas (and/or their LEAs) used the non-English background provision, 29 used the difficulties 
with the four language proficiencies (speaking, reading, writing, or understanding English) 
provision, and 26 used both. 

In general, states use multiple criteria in identifying LEP students. In 1991-92, all of the 
states used at least two criteria, and about 90 percent of the states used six or more. Nine states 
(and/or their LEAs) used all twelve of the criteria listed on the SEA Survey form. During the 
1991-92 school year, all but 4 of the reporting SEAs used a home language survey as a factor 
in identifying LEP students. Most reported use of teacher observation (43 states), parent 
information (41 states) and student records (40 states). About three-quarters of the states also 
relied on referrals, teacher interviews, student grades, and informal assessments. All but one state 
used at least one language proficiency test as an objective measure of limited English proficiency, 
with the Language Assessment Scales (LAS) and the Language Assessment Battery (LAB) most 
commonly reported across states. Achievement tests were used in 37 states (including the CTBS, 
ITBS, SAT, and CAT) and criterion referenced were used by 19 states and/or their LEAs. 

Educational Programs for LEP Students 

Among public school students, 79.1 percent were enrolled in special programs, and 26.5 
percent of nonpublic students were enrolled in special programs. The largest proportions of LEP 
students are served in state and local programs, with those programs reportedly serving 77 
percent of all LEP students. Since state and local programs are not commonly available to 
students in nonpublic schools, the large difference between public and nonpublic LEP student 
participation is understandable, particularly when coupled with the generally poorer quality of 
data concerning nonpublic school LEP students. Chapter 1 is the largest federal program serving 
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LEP students; it enrolls about 32 percent of LEP students. Title VII programs enroll about 11 
percent. 
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Appendix A 
SEA Survey Data Review Procedures 



This appendix describes the procedures used to review data provided by the SEAs on the 
SEA Survey for 1991-92 and for earlier years, as appropriate. The purpose of the review 
procedures and the activities following from them was to ensure the data summarized in this 
report are as free from error as possible. 

Review Procedures for 1991-92 SEA Survey Data 

OBEMLA received the State Surveys for 1991-92 during the first four months of 1993. 
Westat was subcontracted to by OBEMLA through Developmental Associates to prepare the data 
files and to review, correct, and summarize the Survey data. 

When reviewing the data, Westat preformed some basic internal consistency checks 
including: 

1) that the sum of the parts agreed with reported totals; 

2) that the sum of items 3 (total LEPs served) and 5 (total LEPs not served) agreed 
with the total reported for item 2 (total LEPs enrolled); 

3) that the total LEP enrollment did not exceed the total K-12 enrollment; and 

4) that the number of LEPs student enrolled in federal, state, and local programs did 
not exceed the number of LEP students served. 

Westat verified any data inconsistencies with OBEMLA and the SEA. In some cas^s, 
SEAs revised their initial submission, which Westat entered into the master data base. In other 
instances, the State provided explanations as to why the data we~e not reported in the required 
format. 
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Review Procedures for SEA Survey Data for 1990-91 and Prior Years 

Limited attention in this report is paid to data for 1990-91 and earlier years. The primary 
reasons for this are (1) that the data prior to the 1991-92 SEA Survey could not be reviewed and 
verified or corrected and (2) significant changes were made by OBEMLA in the SEA Survey 
form for the 1991-92 school year. These two topics are addressed in this section. 

Reviewing 1990-91 SEA Survey Data 

Westat received both the SEA Surveys and a dBase file containing the 1990-91 data from 
OBEMLA and cross checked each SEA Survey against the entered data. In cases where the data 
were not in agreement, Westat entered the number provided on the SEA survey, unless 
documentation for a change was provided by OBEMLA. Because Westat changed some of the 
data provided by OBEMLA, the 1990-91 data presented in this report may not agree with data 
presented in previous reports, graphs, or other tabular presentations. Westat also performed the 
same internal consistency checks that were performed on the 1991-92 data, although the SEAs 
were not contacted if a discrepancy was detected. 

Changes in SEA Survey Form 

The most obvious change is the addition of a page and one-half of item-by-item 
instructions designed to clarify acceptable response patterns; no instructions were provided on 
the form in prior years. Other changes ranged from minor wording changes to significant 
changes in item substance. The following list describes the changes made in 1991-92 compared 
to 1990-91: 

Part I 

Item IA1 - No changes 
Item IA2 - No changes 
Item IA3 - Minor wording changes 

Item IA4 - Added Chapter 1 Migrant Education Program, Vocational Education and 
added specific types of programs (i.e., bilingual education program, ESL 
only program, other) to state and/or local programs 

Item IAS - Minor wording changes 

Item IB 1 - Added Science and Social Studies under areas; tested and deleted request 
for number of LEP students above local norm or at local norm (and 
changed the normative reference to state from local) 
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Item IB 2 - 
Item IB3 - 
Part II - 
Part III 



Minor wording changes 
Minor wording changes 
No changes 



Item MA- Minor wording changes and added an "other" response category 
Item IIIB- Changed item reference to be used in responding from IA3 to IA4 

Responses to items on which no changes were made (i.e., IA1, IA2, IIA, IIB) can be 
compared; while significant changes on several of the items (i.e., IA4, IB 1, and IIIB) effectively 
preclude comparing the SEAs' responses for the two years. In terms of the items on which 
minor wording changes were made, it appears to be reasonable to compare the results under some 
circumstances. In this report, however, these comparisons are not made because the data on the 
1990-91 SEA Surveys could not be verified. 
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Appendix B 

Supplementary Tables, by State Educational Agency 



Table B la Grade K-12 Total Enrollment, LEP Enrollment, and Percent LEP Enrollment by 
School Type and by State, 1991-92 

Table Bib Grade K-12 Total Enrollment, LEP Enrollment, and Percent LEP Enrollment by 
School Type and by State, 1990-91 

Table Blc Changes in Total Enrollment, LEP Enrollment, and Percent LEP Enrollment by 
School Type and by State: 1990-91 to 1991-92 

Table B2a Number and Percent of LEP Students Who Dropped Out by State, 1991-92 

Table B2b Number and Percent of LEP Students Who Were Retained in One or More Grades 
by State, 1991-92 

Table B2c Number of LEP Students Scoring Below the State Norm by State and Subject 
Area Tested, 1991-92 

Table B3 Criteria Used by SEAs to Identify LEP Students by State, 1991-92 

Table B4 Methods Used to Identify LEP Students by State, 1991-92 

Table B5a LEP Students Enrolled in Special Programs to Meet their Educational Needs by 
State, 1991-92 

Table B5b LEP Students Enrolled in Special Programs to Meet their Educational Needs by 
State, 1990-91 

Table B5c Changes in LEP Student Enrollment in Special Programs to Meet their 
Educational Needs by State, 1990-91 to 1991-92 

Table B6a LEP Students Who Could Benefit from but are not Enrolled in Special Programs 
to Meet their Educational Needs by State, 1991-92 

Table B6b LEP Students Who Could Benefit from but are not Enrolled in Special Programs 
to Meet their Educational Needs by State, 1990-91 

Table B6c Changes in LEP Students Who Could Benefit from but are not Enrolled in Special 
Programs to Meet their Educational Needs by State, 1990-91 to 1991-92 

Table B7 Number and Percent of LEP Students Served by Federal, State and Local 
Programs, by State and by Type of Program, 1991-92 



eric 



Report on SEA Survey: 1991-92 Page 37 



40 



T 



Table Bia 



Grades K- 12 Total Enrollment, LEP Enrollment and Percent LEP Enrollment 
by School Type and by State: 1991-92 





Total K-12 Enrollment 


Total K- 


12 LEP Enrollment 


Percent 


K-12 LEP Enrollment 


Slate 


Public 


Nonpublic 


Total 


r PubllC 


Nonpublic 


Total 


Public 


Nonpublic 


Total 


Alabama 


402.870 


NA 


402.870 


1.671 


NA 


1.671 


0.4 


NA 


0.4 


Alaska 


116.760 


4.802 


121.571 


12.056 


0 


12.056 


10 3 


0.0 


9.9 


Arizona 


683.041 


34.311 


717.352 


67.398 


8,543 


75.041 


9.9 


24.9 


10.6 


Arkansas a/ 










— 


. , 







— 




California 


5.107.145 


544.817 


5.651.962 


1,078.705 


NA 


1,078.705 


21.1 


NA 


10.1 


Colorado 


503.091 


38.142 


631.233 


25.025 


NA 


25.025 


4.2 


NA 


4.0 


Connecticut 


465.727 


63,677 


520.404 


16,703 


NA 


16.703 


3.6 


NA 


3.2 


Delaware 


102.106 


22.812 


125.008 


1.020 


157 


2.086 


1.9 


0.7 


1.7 


District ol Columbia 


80.618 


12.222 


02.840 


3.461 


04 


3.555 


3 


0.8 


3.8 


Florida 


1.002.563 


105.100 


2.007.753 


07.288 


NA 


07.288 


5.1 


NA 


4.8 


Georgia 


1,177,382 


71.642 


1.240.024 


7.817 


138 


7,055 


0.7 


0.2 


0,8 


Hawaii 


174,240 


32.022 


207.171 


10,335 


08 


10.433 


5.9 


0.3 


5.0 


Idaho 


104.763 


6.000 


200.862 


4,070 


10 


4,080 


2.6 


0.2 


2.5 


Illinois 


1,848.166 


315,247 


2.163.413 


87.178 


NA 


87.178 


47 


NA 


4.0 


Indiana 


055.676 


08.375 


1.054.051 


4.822 


NA 


4.822 


0,5 


NA 


0.5 



Iowa 

Kansas 

Kentucky 

Louisiana 

Maine 



Maryland 

Massachusetts 

Michigan 

Minnesota 

Mississippi 



Missouri 
Montana 
Nebraska 
Nevada 

New Hampshire 



New Jersey 
New Mexico 
New York 
North Carolina 
North Dakota 



401.451 
437.034 
640.477 
737.414 
210.572 



45.865 
28.447 
61.377 
131.734 
12.060 



537.316 
465.481 
701.854 
860.148 
222.641 



4.266 
6.066 
1.544 
8.339 
1.662 



151 
114 
NA 
701 
108 



4.417 
6.180 
1.544 
0.040 
1.770 



720.671 
848.368 
1.677,073 
766.784 
500.183 



105.650 
127.003 
170.157 
80.653 
42.262 



826.330 
075.461 
1.847.230 
847.437 
542.445 



12.101 
42.W8 
36.720 
15.769 
1.748 



470 
314 
NA 
NA 

1,310 



12.580 
42.012 
36.720 
15,760 
3.058 



827.404 
155.522 
278.072 
211.810 
174.820 



102.078 
8,054 

37.460 
0.817 

15,078 



030.382 
163.576 
318.441 
221,627 
100.708 



3.838 
6,374 
1,805 
10,664 
1,054 



512 
450 
51 
71 
81 



4.350 
6.824 
1.856 
10.735 
1.135 



1,008.386 
308.867 
2.613,038 
1,121.124 
117.710 



109.126 
27.303 

460,058 
54,186 
8.990 



1.207,512 
336.260 
3,082.096 
1,175.310 
126.700 



45.204 
64.307 
165,484 
7,026 
8,076 



2.311 
NA 
10.373 
NA 

1.503 



47.515 
64.307 
184,857 
7,026 
0,570 



Northern Marianac 
Palau 

Puerto Rico 
Virgin Islands 



6.637 
2.653 
642 302 
22.368 



1.020 
791 
46,505 
0 



8.566 
3.444 
688.807 
22.368 



6.571 
2.175 
32.110 
2.400 



1,736 
648 

2.500 
0 



8.307 
2,823 
34,610 
2,400 



jTolat U S., D.C . 

I And Torritorios 38.760 857 4.030.136 



0.9 
1.4 
0.2 
1.1 
0.8 



17 

5.0 
2.2 
2.1 
0.3 



0.5 
4.1 
0.6 
5.0 
0.6 



4.1 
20.8 
6,3 
0.6 
6.9 



0,3 
0.4 
NA 
0.5 
0.9 



0.5 
0.2 
NA 
NA 
3.1 



0.5 
5.6 
0.1 
0.7 
0.5 



1.2 
NA 
4.1 
NA 
16,7 



0.8 
1.3 
0.2 
1.0 
0.8 



1.5 
4.4 
2.0 
1.0 
0.6 



0.5 
4.2 
0.6 
4.8 
0.6 



3.7 
19,1 
6.0 
0.6 
7.6 



Ohio 


1.779.238 


226.265 


2,005.503 


10,596 


576 


11.172 


0,6 


0,3 


0.8 


Oklahoma 


588.177 


11,557 


599,734 


16,303 


1,312 


17,705 


2.8 


11.4 


3.0 


Oregon 


498.614 


30.806 


520,420 


12.605 


NA 


12,805 


2.5 


NA 


2.4 


Pennsylvania aJ 




















Rhode Island 


141.922 


24.696 


166.618 


7.640 


403 


8,142 


5.4 


2.0 


4.9 


South Carolina 


642,364 


43.389 


685.753 


1.396 


70 


1,466 


0.2 


0.2 


0.2 


South Dakota 


134.573 


17.436 


152.000 


5,843 


3,113 


' 8,961 


4.3 


17,9 


5.9 


Tennessee 


880.246 


74.008 


054.254 


2.569 


67 


2.636 


0.3 


0.1 


0.3 


Texas 


3.362.000 


140.784 


3.511,784 


331.054 


815 


331.860 


0.8 


0.5 


9.5 


Utah 


427.455 


8.576 


436.031 


23,508 


0 


23,508 


5.5 


0.0 


5,4 


Vermont 


97.137 


2.024 


100,061 


550 


30 


580 


0.6 


1,0 


0,6 


Virginia tJ 




















Washington 


865.653 


65.038 


030.601 


33,004 


410 


34,314 


3.0 


0.6 


3.7 


West Virginia a/ 




















Wisconsin 


814.671 


145.327 


050,993 


14.676 


433 


15.150 


1.8 


0.3 


1.6 


Wyoming 


99.734 


080 


100.714 


1,705 


291 


1,096 


1.7 


29.7 


2.0 


[Total U.S. and D.C. 


38.074.629 


3.070.400 


42.054.038 


2.326.546 


44,220 


2,370,775 


6.1 


1.1 


5,6 ] 


American Samoa 


12.178 


1.502 


13.680 


10.964 


824 


11,788 


00.0 


54.9 


86.2 


Guam a/ 



















42.790.903 



2.380.775 



49.937 2.430 712 



99.0 


90,0 


97.0 


82.0 


81.9 


82.0 


50 


5 4 


5.0 


10.7 




10.7 


6 1 


1 2 


5.7 



a/ D.na no! loportod 
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Table Bib 



Grades K- 12 Total Enrollment, LEP Enrollment and Percent LEP Enrollment 
by School Type and by State: 1990-91 





Total K-12 Enrollment 


Total 


K-12 LEP Enrollment 


Percent 


K-12 LEP Enrollment 


State 


Public 


Nonpublic 


Total 


Public 


Nonpublic 


Total 


Public 


Nonpublic 


Total 


Alabama 


721.806 


8.296 


730.102 


949 


103 


1.052 


0 1 


1.2 


0 1 


Alaska 


1 12.190 


4.385 


1 16.575 


11.184 


0 


11.184 


10.0 


0.0 


9.6 


Arizona 


670.834 


28.235 


699.169 


59.913 


5.814 


65.727 


8.9 


20.6 


9.4 


Arkansas 


434,67© 


18.700 


453.379 


2.000 


0 


2.000 


0.5 


0.0 


0 4 


California 


4.950,474 


531.439 


5.481.963 


986.462 


NA 


986.462 


19.9 


NA 


18.0 


Colorado 


574,213 


36.580 


610.793 


17,187 


0 


17,187 


3.0 


0.0 


2.8 


Connecticut 


463.186 


67.009 


530.195 


15.885 


1.103 


16.988 


3.4 


1.6 


3.2 


Delaware 


99.658 


22.353 


122,011 


1.802 


167 


1.969 


1.8 


0.7 


1.6 


District of Columbia 


80.694 


10.339 


91,033 


3.272 


87 


3.359 


4.1 


0.8 


3.7 


Florida 


1.861.592 


193.939 


2.055.531 


83.937 


NA 


83.937 


4.5 


NA 


4/j 


Georgia 


1.141.218 


59,751 


1,200.969 


6,422 


499 


6.921 


0.8 


0.8 


0.6 


Hawaii 


171.056 


33,254 


204,310 


9.654 


76 


9,730 


5.6 


0.2 


4.8 


Idaho 


214.571 


7,037 


221.608 


3,932 


54 


3,986 


1.8 


0.8 


1 8 


Illinois 


1.821.407 


318.625 


2.140,032 


79,291 


NA 


79,291 


4.4 


NA 


3.7 


Indiana 


953.228 


95.915 


1.049,143 


4,670 


NA 


4,670 


0.5 


NA 


0.4 


Iowa 


483.399 


46.117 


529.516 


3,583 


122 


3.705 


0.7 


0.3 


0.7 


Kansas 


437.034 


28.323 


465,357 


4.570 


91 


4,661 


1.0 


0.3 


1.0 


Kentucky eJ 


— 


— 


— 


— 


. m 


— 


— 






Louisiana 


787.753 


118.384 


906.137 


7,654 


691 


8,345 


1.0 


0.6 


0,9 


Maine 


204.710 


1 1 ,462 


216.172 


1.943 


40 


1,983 


0.9 


0.3 


0.9 


Maryland 


700.816 


100,244 


801,060 


12,257 


444 


12,701 


1.7 


0.4 


1 .6 


Massachusetts 


836.383 


125,586 


961.969 


42.296 


310 


42.606 


5.1 


0.2 


4.4 


Michigan 


1,485,830 


181,296 


1,667,126 


37,112 


NA 


37,112 


2.5 


NA 


2.2 


Minnesota 


749,203 


81.262 


830.465 


13,152 


52 


13.204 


1.8 


0.1 


1 .6 


Mississippi 


500.122 


48.155 


545,277 


1.641 


1,1 12 


2.753 


0.3 


2.3 


0.5 


Missouri 


810,450 


105,337 


915.787 


3,227 


588 


3,815 


0.4 


0.6 


O A 


Montana 


153.090 


8,050 


162,040 


6,202 


433 


6,635 


4.1 


4.8 


4.1 


Nebraska 


274,080 


37.158 


311,238 


1,224 


33 


1,257 


0.4 


0.1 


0.4 


Nevada 


201,316 


9.425 


210.741 


8,983 


74 


9,057 


4.5 


0.8 


4.3 


New Hampshire 


172.785 


18.789 


191,574 


1,085 


61 


1.146 


0.6 


0.3 


0 6 


New Jersey 


1 ,890,646 


177.000 


2.067,646 


47,560 


3,210 


50,770 


2.5 


1 .8 




New Mexico 


301,888 


26.980 


328,868 


73.505 


NA 


73,505 


24.3 


NA 


22.4 


New York 


2,547,258 


477,107 


3,024,365 


149,514 


18,694 


168,208 


5.9 


*J Q 
O.V 


5.6 


North Carolina 


1,076,409 


53,372 


1,129,781 


6,000 


30 


6,030 


0.6 


0.1 


0.5 


North Dakota 


117,134 


9,075 


126,209 


6,742 


445 


7.187 


5.8 


4.9 


5.7 


Ohio 


1.771,089 


224,030 


1,995,119 


8,575 


417 


8,992 


0.5 


0.2 


0.5 


Oklahoma 


579.167 


10,858 


590,025 


14,594 


1.266 


15,860 


2.5 


11.7 


2.7 


Oregon 


472,245 


29,835 


502.080 


7,557 


NA 


7,557 


1.6 


NA 


1 .5 


Pennsylvania a/ 


— 







— 






— 






Rhode Island 


137.563 


21,974 


159,537 


7,632 


NA 


7,632 


5.5 


NA 


4.8 


South Carolina a/ 


— 


— 


— 







— 


— 






South Dakota 


128,635 


14.190 


142.825 


3.394 


3.297 


6,691 


2.6 


23.2 


4.7 


Tennessee 


880,246 


67,613 


947,859 


3,579 


81 


3.660 


0.4 


0.1 


0.4 


Texas 


3.379,069 


151.713 


3,530,782 


311,782 


1 452 


11 1 Ol/t 
O iO,t<W 


9.2 


1 .0 


8.9 


Utah 


435.882 


7.918 


443.800 


14.833 


27 


1 a n An 


3.4 


0.3 


3.3 


Vermont 


95.758 


2.868 


98.626 


475 


25 


500 


0.5 


0.9 


0.5 


Virginia bJ 


— 


— 


— 




— 


— 










Vf asninyion 


839,709 


63.6i2 


903.321 


28.473 


173 


28.646 


3.4 


0.3 


3.2 


West Virginia 


322,355 


13.731 


336,086 


224 


7 


231 


0.1 


0.1 


0.1 


V^r t/>nn ain 
ii i <H«Ui 1 •U 1 


797.621 


144.215 


941,836 


14.534 


114 


14.648 


1.8 


0.1 


1.6 


Wyomipg 


98.226 


1.021 


99.247 


1,680 


239 


1,919 


1.7 


23.4 


1.9 


(Total U.S. and D.C. 


37.938.777 


3.853.507 


41.792.284 


2.132.142 


41,431 


2.173.573 


5.6 


1.1 


52 I 


American Samoa 


10.838 


1.863 


12.701 


1 0.344 


1.498 


11.842 


95.4 


80.4 


93.2 


Guam 


26.542 


NA 


26.542 


2.309 


NA 


2.309 


8.7 


NA 


8.7 


Northern Marianas 


6.464 


1.944 


8.408 


5,818 


1,750 


7.568 


90.0 


90.0 


90.0 


Palau 


2.677 


813 


3.490 


2.677 


809 


3.486 


100.0 


99.5 


99.9 


Puerto Rico 


644.734 


45.605 


690.339 


31.516 


2,206 


33.722 


4 9 


4.8 


4.9 


Virgin Islands a/ 




















[Total U.S.. D.C. 




















! And Torntorios 


38.630 032 


3 903.732 


42.533.764 


2.184.808 


47.694 


2.232.500 


57 


1.2 


5.2 | 
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BEST COPY AVAILABLE 



Table Bic 



Changes in Total Enrollment, LEP Enrollment and Percent LEP Enrollment 
by School Type and by State: 1 990-91 to 1 991 -92 



Cha nge in Total Enroll ment _ Ch ange in LEP Enrollmen t Pe rcentage Chang e in LEP Enrollment 



Siate 


Public 


Nonpublic 


Total 


Public 


Nonpublic 


Total 


Public 


Nonpublic 


Total 


Alabama 


(318.030) 


NA 


(327.232) 


722 


NA 


619 


78.1 


NA 


58.8 


Alaska 


4.579 


417 


4.996 


872 


0 


872 


7.8 


0.0 


7.8 


Arizona 


12.107 


6.076 


18.183 


7.485 


2.729 


10.214 


12.5 


46.9 


15.5 


Arkansas a/ 


— 


— 


— 


— 


— 


— 


— 


— 


— 


California 


i5e.e7i 


13.328 


160.999 


92.243 


NA 


92.243 


9.4 


NA 


9.4 


Colorado 


18.878 


1.562 


20.440 


7.838 


NA 


7.838 


45.6 


NA 


45.6 


Connecticut 


2.541 


(3.332) 


(791) 


818 


NA 


(285) 


5.1 


NA 


-1,7 


Delaware 


2.538 


450 


2.997 


127 


(10) 


117 


7.0 


-6.0 


5.9 


District of Columbia 


(78) 


1.883 


1.807 


189 


7 


196 


5.8 


8.0 


5.8 


Florida 


40.871 


1.251 


42.222 


13.351 


NA 


13.351 


15.9 


NA 


15.9 


Georgia 


36.104 


11,801 


48.055 


1.395 


(361) 


1.034 


21.7 


-72,3 


14.9 


Hawaii 


3,103 


(332) 


2.861 


681 


22 


703 


7,1 


28.9 


7.2 


Idaho 


(10,808) 


(038) 


(20.746) 


1,038 


(44) 


994 


26.4 


-81,5 


24.9 


Illinois 


26,759 


(3.378) 


23.381 


7.887 


NA 


7.887 


9.9 


NA 


9.9 


Indiana 


2.448 


2.460 


4.908 


152 


NA 


152 


3,3 


NA 


3.3 


Iowa 


8.052 


(252) 


7.800 


683 


29 


712 


19.1 


23.8 


19.2 


Kansas 


0 


124 


124 


1.496 


23 


1.519 


32,7 


25.3 


32.6 


Kentucky a/ 


— 


— 


— 


— 


— 


— 








— 


Louisiana 


(50.339) 


13.350 


(36.989) 


685 


10 


695 


8.9 


1.4 


8.3 


Maine 


5.862 


607 


6.469 


(281) 


68 


(213) 


-14,5 


170,0 


-10,7 


Maryland 


10.855 


5.415 


25.270 


(156) 


35 


(121) 


-1,3 


7.9 


-1.0 


Massachusetts 


1 1 .085 


1.507 


13.492 


302 


4 


306 


0.7 


1.3 


0.7 


Michigan 


101.243 


(11.130) 


180.104 


(392) 


NA 


(392) 


-1.1 


NA 


-1.1 


Minnesota 


17,581 


(600) 


16,972 


2.617 


NA 


2.565 


19.9 


NA 


19.4 


Mississippi 


61 


(5,893) 


(5,832) 


107 


198 


305 


6.5 


17.8 


11.1 


Missouri 


16,954 


(2.359) 


14,595 


611 


(70) 


535 


18.9 


-12.9 


14.0 


Montana 


2.^32 


(896) 


1.536 


172 


17 


189 


2.8 


3.9 


2.8 


Nebraska 


4,802 


311 


5.203 


581 


18 


599 


47.5 


54,5 


47,7 


Nevada 


10,404 


392 


10,886 


1,681 


(3) 


1,678 


18.7 


-4.1 


18.5 


New Hampshire 


2.035 


(2.81 1) 


(776) 


(31) 


20 


(11) 


-2.9 


32.8 


-1.0 


New Jersey 


(702,260) 


22/26 


(770,134) 


(2,356) 


(899) 


(3.255) 


-5.0 


-28,0 


-6.4 


New Mexico 


6;979 


413 


7.392 


(0.108) 


NA 


(9.198) 


-12.5 


NA 


-12.5 


New York 


66,630 


(8,049) 


58.631 


15,070 


679 


16,649 


10.7 


3.6 


9.9 


North Carolina 


44,715 


814 


45,529 


1,026 


NA 


996 


17.1 


NA 


16.5 


North Dakota 




(85) 


500 


1.334 


1.058 


2,392 


19.8 


237.8 


33.3 


Ohio 


8,149 


2,235 


10,384 


2.021 


159 


2,180 


23.6 


38.1 


24.2 


Oklahoma 


0.010 


699 


9,709 


1.799 


46 


1,845 


12.3 


3,6 


11.8 


Oregon 


26,369 


971 


27.340 


5,048 


NA 


5,048 


66.8 


NA 


66.8 


Pennsylvania a/ 


— 


— 


— 




— 


— 










Rhode Island 


4,359 


2,722 


7.081 


17 


NA 


510 


0.2 


NA 


8.7 


South Carolina a/ 


— 


— 


— 




— 








— . 




South Dakota 


5.038 


3.246 


9.184 


2,454 


(184) 


2,270 


72.3 


-5.8 


33.9 


Tennessee 


0 


6.395 


6,395 


(1.010) 


(14) 


(1 .024) 


-28.2 


-17.3 


-28.0 


Texas 


(17.060) 


(1.929) 


(18,998) 


19,272 


(637) 


18,835 


6.2 


-43,9 


Q 

o.w 


Utah 


(8.427) 


658 


(7.769) 


8.765 


(27) 


3,738 


59.1 


— 100.0 


58 8 


Vermont 


1.370 


56 


1.435 


75 


5 


80 


15.8 


20.0 


18.0 


Virginia a/ 


™ 


— 


— 


— 


— 


— 


— * 


— 


— 


Washington 


25.044 


1.426 


27.370 


5.431 


237 


5,668 


19.1 


137.0 


19.8 


West Virginia a/ 


— 


— 


— 


— 


— 


— 


— 


— 


— 


Wisconsin 


17.050 


1.112 


18,162 


142 


369 


511 


1.0 


323.7 


3.5 


Wyoming 


1,508 


(41) 


1.467 


25 


52 


77 


1.5 


21.8 


4.0 


jiotai u.b. and u C 


135.852 


125.002 


261.754 


194.404 


2,768 


197.202 


9.1 


6.8 


9.1 | 


American Samoa 


1.340 


(361) 


979 


620 


(674) 


(54) 


6.0 


-45.0 


-0,5 


Guam aJ 




















Northern Marianas 


173 


(15) 


158 


753 


(14) 


739 


12.9 


-0.8 


9.8 


Palau 


(24) 


(22) 


(46) 


(502) 


(161) 


(663) 


-18.8 


-19.9 


-19 0 


Puorto Rico 


(2.342) 


900 


(1.442) 


603 


294 


897 


1.9 


13.3 


2.7 


Virgin Islands a/ 




















Total U.S., D.C. 




















And Territories 


130 825 


126.404 


257.229 


195.969 


2.243 


198.212 


90 


4 7 


8 9 ! 



a/ Data not roportod 



Table B2a 



Number and Percent of LEP Students Who Dropped Out 
by State: 1991-92 



Siaie 



Number LEP Dropout! 



Percent LEP Dropout! 



Alabama 
Alaska 
Arizona 
Arkansas a/ 

California 



NA 
NA 
NA 

NA 



NA 
NA 
NA 

NA 



Colorado 

Connecticut 

Delaware 

District of Columbia 
Florida 



336 
NA 
NA 

283 
1.083 



1.3 
NA 
NA 
8.0 
1.1 



Georgia 

Hawaii 

Idaho 

Illinois 

Indiana 



NA 

35 
NA 
482 
137 



NA 
0.3 
NA 

o.e 

2.8 



Iowa 

Kansas 

Kentucky 

Louisiana 

Maine 



Maryland 

Massachusetts 

Michigan 

Minnesota 

Mississippi 



Missouri 
Montana 
Nebraska 
Nevada 

New Hampshire 



03 
01 
NA 
180 
10 



160 
006 

NA 
NA 

4« 



NA 

148 
100 
NA 



2.1 
1.5 
NA 
2.1 
0.6 



1.3 
2.3 
NA 
NA 
1.5 



NA 

1.0 
8.0 
1.0 
NA 



New Jersey 
New Mexico 
New York 
North Carolina 
North Dakota 



Ohio 

Oklahoma 
Oregon 

Pennsylvania a/ 
Rhode luand 



South Carolina 
South Dakota 
Tennessee 
Texas 
Utah 



1,880 
1.045 
NA 
55 
122 



242 
107 
NA 

NA 



13 
20 
08 
NA 
714 



3.0 
3.0 
NA 
0.8 
1.3 



2.2 
1.1 
NA 

NA 



0.0 
0.3 
3.7 
NA 
3.0 



Vermont 
Virginia a/ 
Washington 
West Virginia tJ 
Wisconsin 
Wyoning 



Total U.S. and D C. b/ 



Amorican Samoa 
Guam aV 

Northern Marianas 
Palau 

Puerto Rico 
Virgin Islands 



[total U S . D.C., 
| And Torritorios b/ 



NA 

1.807 

311 
15 



11.684 



11 

160 
NA 
NA 

NA 



NA 

5.3 

2.1 
0.8 



2.0 



0.1 

2.0 
NA 
NA 
NA 



11.864 



2.0 



ERiC 



a/ Data not reported 

b/ Agp»oflato percentages woro cslculatod based on totals from only those slates responding to Ihis data itom 
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Table B2b 



Number and Percent of LEP Students Who Were Retained in One or More Grades 

by State: 1991-92 



Stale 



Number LEP Retained 



Percent LEP Retained 



ERiC 



Alabama 
Alaska 
Arizona 
Arkansas a/ 
California 



Colorado 

Connecticut 

Delaware 

District of Columbia 
Florida 



Georgia 

Hawaii 
Idaho 
Illinois 
Indiana 



Iowa 

Kansas 

Kentucky 

Louisiana 

Maine 



Maryland 

Massachusetts 

Michigan 

Minnesota 

Mississippi 

Missouri 

Montana 

Nebraska 

Nevada 

New Hampshire 



New Jersey 
New Mexico 
New York 
North Carolina 
North Dakota 



Ohio 

Oklahoma 
Oregon 

Pennsylvania a/ 
Rhode Island 



South Carolina 
sSouth Dakota 
Tennessee 
Texas 
Utah 



Vermont 
Virginia a/ 
Washington 
West Virginia tJ 
Wisconsin 
Wyoming 

'Total U.S. and D C. 



b/ 



American Samoa 
Guam eJ 

Northern Marianas 
Palau 

Puerto Rico 
Virgin Islands 



Total U S . D C . 
And Territories b/ 



NA 
NA 
NA 

NA 



06 
NA 
NA 
NA 

3.875 



NA 
453 
NA 
NA 
207 



68 

80 
NA 
467 
21 



33S 
NA 
NA 
475 
106 



NA 

212 
50 

ia3 

NA 



NA 
1,255 

NA 
260 
111 
306 
314 

NA 



NA 



27 
49 
84 
NA 
19 



NA 

342 

321 
22 



0,642 



NA 
0 
NA 
NA 



0.642 



NA 
NA 
NA 

NA 



0.4 
NA 
NA 
NA 
3.8 



NA 
4.3 
NA 
NA 

4.3 



1.5 
1.3 
NA 
5.2 
1.2 



2.7 
NA 
NA 
3.0 
5.4 



NA 

3.1 
2.7 
1.2 
NA 



NA 

2.0 
NA 
3.7 
1.2 



3.5 
1.8 
NA 

NA 



1.8 
0.5 
3.2 
NA 
0.1 



NA 



1.0 



1.1 
1.1 



2.4 



0.0 

NA 

0.0 
NA 
NA 



2.3 



a/ Oats not roportod 

b/ Aggrogato porcuntagos wore calculated basod on totals Irom only those statos responding to this data item 



Table B2c Number of LEP Students Scoring Below the State Norm 

by State and Subject Area Tested: 1991-92 



Stale 


English Reading 


Mathematics 


Science 


Social Sludies 


Alabama 


083 


524 


NA 


NA 


Alaska 


NA 


NA 


NA 


NA 


Arizona 


16.974 


16.614 


NA 


NA 


Arkansas a/ 


— 


— 


— 


— 


California 


NA 


NA 


NA 


NA 


Colorado 


4,499 


2.154 


NA 


NA 


Connecticut 


NA 


NA 


NA 


NA 


Delaware 


NA 


NA 


NA 


NA 


District of Columbia 


NA 


NA 


NA 


NA 


Florida 


NA 


NA 


NA 


NA 


Georgia 


NA 


NA 


NA 


NA 


Hawaii 


2.918 


2,051 


NA 


NA 


Idaho 


3,628 


1,987 


NA 


NA 


Illinois 


NA 


NA 


NA 


NA 


Indiana 


4.822 


NA 


NA 


NA 


Iowa 


NA 


NA 


NA 


NA 


Kansas 


1.500 


853 


NA 


NA 


Kentucky 


514 


635 


NA 


NA 


Louisiana 


2.017 


1.186 


1,217 


1.196 


Maine 


122 


122 


122 


122 


Maryland 


NA 


NA 


NA 


NA 


Massachusetts 


NA 


NA 


NA 


NA 


Michigan 


NA 


NA 


NA 


NA 


Minnesota 


6.832 


5.461 


NA 


NA 


Mississippi 


409 


243 


7 


6 


Missouri 


488 


411 


412 


432 


Montana 


2,861 


NA 


NA 


NA 


Nebraska 


766 


748 


NA 


NA 


Nevada 


2,138 


1,725 


NA 


NA 


New Hampshire 


NA 


NA 


NA 


NA 


New Jersey 


NA 


NA 


NA 


NA 


New Mexico 


22.395 


14,494 


NA 


NA 


New York 


91.426 


34,666 


NA 


NA 


North Carolina 


491 


355 


252 


146 


North Dakota 


1.228 


735 


396 


33 


Ohio 


2,788 


1.661 


644 


605 


Oklahoma 


4.873 


4,050 


1,049 


1.049 


Oregon 


3,485 


NA 


NA 


NA 


Pennsylvania a/ 


— 


— 


— 


— . 


Rhode Island 


NA 


NA 


NA 


NA 


South Carolina 


NA 


NA 


NA 


NA 


South Dakota 


662 


670 


NA 


NA 


Tennessee 


NA 


NA 


NA 


NA 


Texas 


79.628 


80.466 


104,140 


104.202 


Utah 


4.048 


3.409 


3.835 


3.835 


Vermont 


NA 


NA 


NA 


NA 


Virginia a/ 




~~ 


— 


— 


Washington 


NA 


NA 


NA 


NA 


YY9»i Virginia a/ 






— 


— 


Wisconsin 


4.392 


2.598 


NA 


NA 


Wyoming 


945 


442 


320 


112 


UOtaiU.S and D.C. 


267.832 


178.260 


112.394 


111.738 | 


American Samoa 


5.802 


NA 


NA 


NA 


Guam ay 










Northern Marianas 


NA 


NA 


NA 


NA 


Patau 


NA 


NA 


NA 


NA 


Puerto Rico 


55 


40 


NA 


NA 


Virgin Islands 


NA 


NA 


NA 


NA 


.'Tolal U S . DC . 










[ And Territories 


273.689 


178.300 


112.394 


111.738 I 



a/ Data not reported 
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Local Determination 












X 


X 












Percentile Cutoff 
; Rcading/Math/other 


















40th %ile (no subject 
specified) 


One-third of a 
standard deviation 
below district average 
on nationally norrned 
English Reading or 
English Language 
Arts achievement test 






Difficulty with the Four 
j Proficiencies 


X 


X 


X 


X 


X 


X 


X 








X 


X 


Non-English Language 
Background 




X 


X 


X 


X 


X 


X 


X 


X 


X 


X 


X 
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C 

M 
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Z tfi v) 


Assessment 


Local Determination 


X 






























Percentile Cutoff 
Reading/Math/other 




Grades 2-12: 40%ile 
cutoff in English 
reading and English 
language arts 








Annual reassessment 
includes a cutoff of 
35th %i!e on 
standardized test in 
reading and language 
arts 




















Difficulty with the Four 
Proficiencies 






X 


X 




X 




X 


X 














Non-English language 
Background 


X 


X 


X 


X 




X 






X 


X 






X 




X 


State 


Tennessee 


Texas 


Utah 


Vermont 


■a 

2 

"E 

'& 
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^» 

n 

"c 
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Table B4 



Methods Used to Identity lEP Students, by State: 1991 -92 



St lite 


Cl i iHflnt 


Teacher 


Teacher 




Parent 


Studont 


Home Language 


Records 


Observation 


Interview 


Referral 


Information 


Grades 


Survey 


ilahfi m > 

nisuami 


IHKJ 


VCC 

Yto 


YES 


NO 


YES 


YES 


YES 


rvo t>*\ a 


Kin 


NU 


NO 


NO 


NO 


NO 


NO 


Ari7<tnji 


nw 


M r\ 
ri\J 




YES 


YES 


NO 


YES 


Arkansas aV 














California 


YES 


YES 


YPC 

T CO 


VPC 

Y to 


YES 


YES 


YES 


Colorado 


NO 


YES 






YES 


NO 


YES 


Connecticut 


YES 


YPC 
T CO 


VPC 

Y to 


NO 


YES 


YES 


YES 


Delaware 


YPQ. 

I CO 


YPC 
T CO 


VPC 

Y to 


NO 


YES 


NO 


YES 


District of Cnlumhia 


NO 


VPC 
T to 


YES 


YES 


, NO 


NO 


YES 


Florida 




MA 

vi\J 


NO 


YES 


NO 


NO 


YES 


Georgia 


YPC 
T CO 


VPC 
T to 


vce 
Y to 


YES 


YES 


YES 


YES 


H a wA i i 

1 1 Cl TY CI 1 1 


Y to 


NO 


NO 


YES 


YES 


YES 


NO 


Idaho 


VPC 
T to 


VPC 

Y to 


YES 


YES 


YES 


YES 


YES 


Mill IvlO 


vce 
Y to 


YES 


YES 


YES 


YES 


YES 


YES 


Indiana 


VCC 
T CO 


NU 


NO 


NO 


NO 


YES 


YES 




ri\J 


YES 


YES 


NO 


NO 


YES 


YES 


Kan $a6 


VCC 
Y to 


VCC 

Y to 


YES 


YES 


YES 


YES 


YES 


Kentucky 


VPC 
T to 


VCC 

Y to 


YES 


YES 


YES 


YES 


YES 


Loui siana 


VCC 
T to 


VCC 

Y to 


YES 


YES 


YES 


YES 


YES 


Maine 


VCC 
Y to 


YES 


YES 


YES 


YES 


YES 


YES 


lUl n rvlanH 
nna I rial iu 


YES 


YES 


YES 


YES 


YES 


YES 


YES 


MttSVaCnuWuS 


YES 


YES 


YES 


YES 


YES 


NO 


YES 


Mirhinun 

OO Ik* 1 liy al 1 


VCC 

Y to 


Vce 
Y^b 


NO 


YES 


YES 


YES 


YES 


mil in USUla 


vco 
YcS 


YES 


NO 


NO 


YES 


YES 


YES 


IA t c ci cci r^ni 

rYU O 1>1 Obl \s\Jl 


Y to 


YES 


YES 


YES 


YES 


YES 


YES 


kA idcAi i ri 

iVll IfcUUI 1 


YES 


YES 


YES 


YES 


YES 


YES 


YES 


lul An tana 
IVIUI 1 la I la 


YES 


YES 


NO 


NO 


YES 


YES 


YES 


Nebraska 


VCC 
T to 


vce 
Yto 


NO 


YES 


NO 


NO 


NO 


Nevada 


VCC 
Y to 


YES 


YES 


YES 


YES 


YES 


YES 


Nflw Hamnthirp 


YES 


YES 


NO 


NO 


YES 


NO 


YES 


Now JnrlAv 


Yto 


YES 


YES 


NO 


YES 


NO 


YES 


New Mexico 


YES 


YES 


YES 


YES 


YES 


YES 


YES 


New York 


YP9 

i CO 


VCC 
T to 


YES 


YES 


YES 


NO 


YES 


11U' III vfllUllllfl 


VCC 
Y to 


YES 


YES 


YES 


YES 


YES 


YES 


North Dakota 


VCC 
I to 


VCC 

Yto 


YES 


YES 


YES 


YES 


YES 


Ohio 


VCC 
T to 


VCC 

Y to 


YES 


YES 


YES 


YES 


YES 


Oklahoma 


YF9 

I CO 


VPC 
T CO 


YES 


YES 


YES 


YES 


YES 


Oregon 


YES 


YPC 
T CO 


VPC 
T to 


YES 


YES 


YES 


YES 


Pennsylvania &/ 








■ ■ 


— 


— 


— 


MllCKJc IBIanu 


NO 


NO 


NO 


NO 


NO 


NO 


YES 


South Carolina 


YFC 
T CO 


VCC 

Y to 


YES 


YES 


YES 


YES 


YES 


oouin uaKuia 


YES 


YES 


YES 


YES 


YES 


YES 


YES 


Tennessee 


YES 


YES 


YES 


VPC 
T to 


YES 


YES 


YES 


Texas 


NO 


NO 




NO 


NO 


NO 


YES 


Utah 


YES 


YES 


VPC 
T to 


YES 


YES 


YES 


YES 


T VI I 1 1 VI 11 


NO 


YES 


NO 


YES 


NO 


NO 


YES 


Virginia a/ 














— 


Washington 


YES 


YES 


NO 


VPC 
T to 


YES 


YES 


YES 


West Virginia a/ 
















Wisconsin 


YES 


YES 


YES 


YES 


YES 


VPC 
T CO 


YES 


Wyoming 


NO 


YES 


YSS 


YES 


NO 


YES 


YES 


American Samoa 


YES 


YES 


YES 


YES 


YES 


YES 


YES 


Guam a/ 
















Northern Marianas 


YES 


NO 


NO 


NO 


YES 


NO 


YES 


Patau 


YES 


YES 


NO 


NO 


YES 


YES 


YES 


Puerto Rico 


YES 


YES 


YES 


NO 


YES 


NO 


YES 


Virgin islands 


NO 


NO 


NO 


NO 


NO 


NO 


NO 



a/ Data not reported 



Table B4 
(Cont.) 



Methods Used to Identify LEP Students, by State: 1991-92 





Inlormal 


Language 


Achievement 


Criterion 




Slate 


Assessment 


Proficiency Tost 


Test 


Referenced Test 


Other 


Alabama 


NO 


vcc 
Yco 


YES 


NO 


YES 


Alaska 


NO 


VCC 

> to 


YES 


YES 


YES 


Arizona 


T CO 


VCC 
Y to 


VCC 

YtS 


YES 


NO 


Arkansas a/ 








— 


**■"■ 


California 


YES 


T CO 


vcc 
Yto 


YES 


YES 


Colorado 


NO 


YES 


VCC 
Yto 


NO 


YES 


Connecticut 


NO 


VCC 
Y to 


NO 


NO 


NO 


Delaware 


YES 


vcc 

T CO 


vcc 
YcS 


NO 


NO 


riictrirt of finlnmhin 


MO 


Yco 


YES 


NO 


NO 


Florida 


MO 


YES 


YES 


YES 


YES 


f? ftOrfli a 

W v vl U 1 01 


vcc 
Y to 


VCC 

YcS 


YES 


YES 


YES 


Hawaii 


MO 


vcc 
Yto 


YES 


NO 


NO 


Idaho 


T Co 


vcc 
Y to 


YES 


NO 


NO 


II 1 1 n rvi c 

Mill 1 Ul o 


YES 


YES 


YES 


YES 


NO 


Indiana 


MO 


vcc 
Y to 


NO 


NO 


NO 


Iowa 


MO 


YES 


YES 


NO 


NO 


Kansas 


YES 


vcc 

T CO 


NO 


NO 


NO 


Kentucky 


YES 


vcc 
Y to 


YES 


NO 


YES 


Louisiana 


Y to 


YES 


YES 


YES 


YES 


Maine 


T to 


YES 


YES 


NO 


YES 


Maryland 


T to 


vcc 
Y to 


YES 


YES 


YES 


Ma k&arhi icpttc 

■ via wo w 1 lUtCUl 


Y to 


YES 


NO 


NO 


NO 


Michigan 


NO 


vcc 

T CO 


NO 


NO 


YES 


Minnesota 


vce 
Y to 


YES 


YES 


NO 


NO 


Mi sci ficinni 


Y to 


YES 


YES 


YES 


YES 


Missouri 


vcc 
Y to 


YES 


YES 


YES 


YES 


Montana 


NO 


YES 


YES 


YES 


NO 


Nebraska 


VCC 
T to 


vcc 
Y to 


NO 


NO 


NO 


Nevada 


VCC 

Y to 


YES 


YES 


NO 


NO 


New Hampshire 


MO 


YES 


NO 


NO 


YES 


New Jersey 


Y to 


YES 


NO 


NO 


NO 


New Mexico 


YES 


YES 


YES 


YES 


NO 


New York 


NO 


vcc 

T CO 


YES 


NO 


NO 


North Carolina 


VCC 
T CO 


VCC 
Y to 


YES 


YES 


YES 


North Dakota 


YES 


VPC 
T CO 


YES 


NO 


NO 


Ohio 


VCC 

Y to 


YES 


NO 


NO 


NO 


Oklahoma 


YES 


VPC 
T CO 


vcc 
YcS 


YES 


NO 


Oregon 


NO 


VCC 
T CO 


NO 


NO 


YES 


Pennsylvania eJ 








— 


— 


nnyae isiana 


NO 


YES 


YES 


NO 


YES 


South Carolina 


vpc 

T CO 


vcc 
Y to 


YES 


YES 


YES 


South n*knta 
wuui l»> a nisi a 


YES 


YES 


YES 


NA 


NA 


Tennessee 


YES 


YES 




NO 


NO 


Texas 


NO 


YES 


YES 


YES 


YES 


Utah 


NO 


YES 


vcc 
Yto 


YES 


NO 


Vermont 


YES 


vcc 

T CO 


NO 


NO 


NO 


Virginia tJ 








— 




Washington 


YES 


YES 


VPC 
T CO 


NA 


— , 
NA 


West Virginia a/ 










Wisconsin 


YES 


YES 


YES 


YPC 

T CO 


vcc 
Yto 


Wyoming 


YcS 


YES 


YES 


NO 


NO 


American Samoa 


NO 


YES 


YES 


YES 


NO 


Guam a/ 












Northern Marianas 


NO 


NO 


NO 


NO 


NO 


Palau 


YES 


YES 


NO 


NO 


YES 


Puerto Rico 


YES 


YES 


YES 


NO 


NO 


Virgin Islands 


NO 


YES 


NO 


NO 


YES 



a7 Data not reported. 
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Table B5a 



LEP Students Enrolled in Special Programs to Meet Their Educational Needs 
by School Type and by State: 1991-92 



LEP Enrollment 



Slate 



Public Nonpublic 



Total 



LEP Enrolled in Special Prog rams Percent LEP Enrolled in Special Program* 
Public Nonpublic 



Total 



Public 



Alabama 


1.671 


NA 


1,671 


474 


NA 


474 


28 4 


NA 


28.4 


Alaska 


12.056 


0 


12.056 


12.056 


0 


12.056 


100.0 


* 


100.0 


Arizona 


67.398 


8.543 


75,941 


58.627 


2,098 


60.725 


87.0 


24.6 


80.0 


Arkansas a/ 


— 


— 


— 




— 













California 


1.078.705 


NA 


1.078,705 


821.511 


NA 


821.511 


76.2 


NA 


76.2 


Colorado 


25.025 


NA 


25,025 


I7.3ie 


NA 


17.318 


69.2 


NA 


69.2 


Connecticut 


16.703 


NA 


16.703 


15.216 


NA 


15,216 


91.1 


NA 


91.1 


Delaware 


1.929 


157 


2.086 


907 


0 


907 


47.0 


0.0 


43.5 


District of Columbia 


3.461 


94 


3.555 


3.461 


52 


3.513 


100.0 


55.3 


98.8 


Florida 


07.288 


NA 


97.288 


83.825 


NA 


83.825 


86.2 


NA 


86.2 


Georgia 


7.817 


138 


7.955 


6.737 


0 


6,737 


86.2 


0.0 


84.7 


Hawaii 


10.335 


98 


10.433 


10.335 


0 


10.335 


100.0 


0.0 


99.1 


Idaho 


4.970 


10 


4.980 


4,247 


10 


4.257 


85.5 


100.0 


85.5 


Illinois 


87.178 


NA 


87.178 


81,849 


NA 


81,849 


93.9 


NA 


93.9 


Indiana 


4.822 


NA 


4.822 


1,976 


NA 


1.976 


41.0 


NA 


41.0 


(owa 


4.266 


151 


4.417 


4.133 


47 


4.180 


96.9 


31.1 


94.6 


Kansas 


6.066 


114 


6.180 


5,964 


0 


5.964 


98.3 


0.0 


96.5 


Kentucky 


1.544 


NA 


1.544 


1.266 


15 


1.281 


82.0 


NA 


83.0 


Louisiana 


8.339 


701 


9.040 


6,858 


NA 


6,858 


82.2 


NA 


75.9 


Maine 


1.862 


108 


1.770 


1.079 


63 


1.142 


64.9 


58.3 


64 5 


Maryland 


12.101 


479 


12.580 


12.101 


385 


12.486 


100.0 


SO. 4 


99.3 


Massachusetts 


42.598 


314 


42.912 


38,043 


303 


38.346 


89.3 


96.5 


89.4 


Michigan 


36.720 


NA 


36.720 


18,475 


NA 


18.475 


50.3 


NA 


50.3 


Minnesota 


15.769 


NA 


15.769 


15,036 


NA 


15.036 


95.4 


NA 


95.4 


Mississippi 


1.748 


1.310 


3.058 


1.287 


1.277 


2,564 


73.6 


97.5 


83.8 


Missouri 


3.83d 


512 


4.350 


NA 


NA 


NA 


NA 


NA 


NA 


Montana 


6.374 


450 


6.824 


3,845 


0 


3,845 


60.3 


0.0 


56.3 


Nebraska 


1.805 


51 


1.856 


1.249 


18 


1.265 


69.2 


31.4 


68.2 


Nevada 


10.664 


71 


10,735 


9,884 


49 


9.733 


90.8 


69.0 


90.7 


New Hampshire 


1.054 


81 


1.135 


591 


81 


672 


56.1 


100.0 




New Jersey 


45.204 


2.311 


47,515 


45.204 


NA 


45,204 


100.0 


NA 


95.1 


New Mexico 


64.307 


NA 


64.307 


50.228 


NA 


50.228 


78.1 


NA 


78.1 


New York 


165.484 


19.373 


184.857 


148.706 


3.767 


152.473 


89.9 


19.4 


82.5 


North Carolina 


7.026 


NA 


7.026 


3,044 


NA 


3.044 


43.3 


NA 


43.3 


North Dakota 


8.076 


1,503 


9.579 


1,693 


173 


1.866 


21.0 


11.5 


19.5 


Ohio 


10.596 


576 


11.172 


9.052 


430 


9,482 


85.4 


74.7 


84.9 


Oklahoma 


16.393 


1.312 


17.705 


14.833 


28 


14,861 


90.5 


2.1 


83.9 


Oregon 


12.605 


NA 


12.605 


9.427 


NA 


9,427 


74.8 


NA 


74.8 


Pennsylvania a/ 


— 




— 













Rhode Island 


7.649 


493 


8.142 


7,649 


493 


8.142 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


South Carolina 


1.396 


70 


1.466 


1,109 


70 


1.179 


79.4 


100.0 


80.4 


South Dakota 


5.848 


3.113 


8.961 


2.888 


1,649 


4.537 


49.4 


53.0 


50.6 


Tennessee 


2.569 


67 


2.636 


2.519 


67 




98.1 


100.0 


98.1 


Texas 


331.054 


815 


331,869 


281.929 


815 


282,744 


85.2 


100.0 


85.2 


Utah 


23.598 


0 


23.598 


2,584 


0 


2.584 


11.0 




11.0 


Vermont 


550 


30 


580 


295 


5 


300 


53.6 


16.7 


51.7 


Virginia a/ 




















Washington 


33.904 


410 


34.314 


33,904 


187 


34.091 


100.0 


45.6 


99.4 


West Virginia a/ 




















Wisconsin 


14.876 


483 


15.159 


13,680 


78 


13.758 


03.2 


16.1 


90.8 


Wyoming 


1.705 


291 


1.996 


750 


291 


1.041 


44.0 


100.0 


52.2 


[Total U.S. andD.C. 


2.326.546 


44.229 


2.370.775 


1.867.844 


12.449 


1.880.093 


80.3 


28 1 


79.3 | 



American Samoa 
Guam a/ 

Northern Marianas 
Palau 

Puerto Rico 
Virgin Islands 

[Total U S., OZZ 
| And Territories 



10.964 

6.571 
2.175 
02.1 10 
2.400 



824 



11.788 



1.738 8.307 

648 2,823 

2.500 34.619 

0 2.400 



4,487 

3.088 
1.588 
4.875 
839 



508 
0 

259 
NA 

0 



4.995 

3.088 
1.847 
4,875 
839 



2.380 775 



49.937 2.430.712 



1.882.521 



13,216 



1.895.737 



40.9 

47.0 
73.0 
15.2 
35.0 

79 1 



61.7 

0.0 
40.0 
NA 



42.4 

37.2 
65.4 
14 1 

35.0 



26.5 



78 0 



ERLC 



BEST COPY AVAILABLE 



Tablo B5b LEP Students Enrolled in Special Programs to Meet Their Educational Needs 

by School Type and by State: 1990-91 





- 


LEP Enrollment 


LEP Eniolled in Soecial Programs 


Percent LEP Enrolled in Special Proorar 


State 


Public 


Nonpublic 


Total 


Public 


Nonpublic 


Total 


Public 


Nonpublic 


Total 


Alabama 


040 


103 


1.052 


261 


0 


261 


27.5 


0.0 


24.8 


Alaska 


11.184 


0 


11.184 


11.184 


0 


11.184 


100.0 


• 


100.0 


Arizona 


50,013 


5.814 


65.727 


52.632 


1.378 


54,010 


87.8 


23.7 


82.2 


Arkansas 


2.000 


0 


2.000 


0 


0 


0 


0.0 


• 


o.c 


California 


086,462 


NA 


986.462 


742.654 


NA 


742.654 


75.3 


NA 


75.3 


Colorado 


17,187 


0 


17.187 


9.746 


0 


9.746 


56.7 


• 


56.7 


Connecticut 


15.885 


1.103 


16.988 


14.705 


436 


15.141 


92.6 


39.5 


89.1 


Delaware 


1,802 


167 


1,969 


885 


0 


885 


49.1 


0.0 


44.9 


District of Columbia 


3.272 


87 


3.359 


2,768 


0 


2.768 


84.6 


0.0 


82.4 


Florida 


83,037 


NA 


83.937 


64.742 


NA 


64.742 


77.1 


NA 


77.1 


Georgia 


6.422 


490 


8.921 


6.036 


0 


6.036 


04.0 


0.0 


87.2 


Hawaii 


0.654 


76 


9,730 


9.654 


45 


9,699 


100.0 


59.2 


99.7 


Idaho 


3.032 


54 


3.086 


3.458 


9 


3.467 


87.0 


16.7 


87.0 


Illinois 


70.291 


NA 


79.291 


71.857 


NA 


71,857 


90.6 


NA 


90.6 


Indiana 


4.670 


NA 


4.670 


1.815 


NA 


1.815 


38.0 


NA 


38.9 


Iowa 


3.583 


122 


3.705 


3.299 


27 


3.326 


02.1 


22.1 


89.8 


Kansas 


4.570 


01 


4.661 


4.440 


NA 


4.440 


07.2 


NA 


95.3 


Kentucky §J 


— 


— 


— 


— 


— 








— 





Louisiana 


7.654 


691 


8.345 


5.769 


NA 


5,769 


75.4 


NA 


69.1 


Maine 


1.043 


40 


1.983 


705 


40 


745 


36.3 


100.0 


37.6 


Maryland 


12.257 


444 


12.701 


12.230 


351 


12,581 


09.8 


79.1 


99.1 


Massachusetts 


42.206 


310 


42.606 


37,997 


299 


38.296 


80.8 


96.5 


89.9 


Michigan 


37.112 


NA 


37.112 


18,048 


NA 


18,048 


4S. 6 


NA 


4a. 6 


Minnesota 


13,152 


52 


13.204 


12.980 


2 


12.982 


08.7 


3.8 


98.3 


Mississippi 


1.641 


1,112 


2,753 


NA 


NA 


NA 


NA 


NA 


NA 


Missouri 


3,227 


588 


3,815 


3,227 


588 


3,815 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


Montana 


6,202 


433 


6,635 


NA 


NA 


2,268 


NA 


NA 


34.2 


Nebraska 


1,224 


33 


1,257 


938 


2 


940 


76.6 


6.1 


74.8 


Nevada 


8,083 


74 


9,057 


8,769 


61 


8,830 


07.6 


82.4 


97.5 


New Hampshire 


1,085 


81 


1,146 


814 


37 


851 


75.0 


60.7 


74.3 


New Jersey 


47,560 


3,210 


50.770 


47,560 


NA 


47,560 


100.0 


NA 


93.7 


New Mexico 


73,505 


NA 


73,505 


53,106 


NA 


53,106 


72.2 


NA 


72.2 


New York 


140,514 


18,604 


168,208 


146,611 


4.477 


151,088 


08.1 


23.9 


89.8 


North Carolina 


6,000 


30 


6,030 


3.074 


30 


3,104 


51.2 


100.0 


51.5 


North Dakota 


6.742 


445 


7.187 


1.986 


72 


2,058 


20.5 


16.2 


28.6 


Ohio 


8,575 


417 


8.992 


2.553 


164 


2,717 


20.8 


39.3 


30.2 


Oklahoma 


14.594 


1,266 


15.860 


8,435 


NA 


8,435 


57.8 


NA 


53.2 


Oregon 


7,557 


NA 


7.557 


3.126 


NA 


3.126 


41.4 


NA 


41.4 


Pennsylvania aJ 


— 


— 


— 


— 














Rhode Island 


7,632 


NA 


7.632 


7,632 


NA 


7.632 


100.0 


NA 


100.0 


South Carolina §J 


— 


— 


— 















South Dakota 


3.304 


3,207 


6,691 


2.595 


1.269 


3,864 


76.5 


38.5 


57.7 


Tennossee 


3.570 


81 


3.660 


3.480 


50 


3,530 


07.2 


61.7 


96.4 


Texas 


311,782 


1.452 


313.234 


285.458 


1,452 


286.910 


01 .6 


1 Art t\ 


91 .6 


Utah 


14,833 


27 


14.860 


3.179 


0 


3.170 


21 .4 


u.u 




Vermont 


475 


25 


500 


288 


0 


288 


60.6 


0.0 


57.6 
— 


Virginia tJ 


— 


— 


— 


— 


— 


— 


_ 


_ 


Washington 


28,473 


173 


28.646 


28.473 


107 


28,580 


100.0 


61.8 


99.8 


West Virginia 


224 


7 


231 


57 


0 


57 


25.4 


0.0 


24.7 


Wise on ain 


14.534 


114 


14.643 


13.770 


80 


13.850 


94.7 


70.2 


94.6 


Wyoming 


1.6$0 


239 


1,919 


695 


190 


885 


41.4 


79.5 


46.1 


ITotalU.S. andD.C. 


2.132.142 


41 .431 


2.173.573 


1.713.601 


11.166 


1.727.125 


80.4 


27.0 


79.5 | 


American Samoa 


10.344 


1.498 


11.842 


4.0t9 


870 


4.895 


38.0 


58.5 


41.3 


Guam 


2.300 


NA 


2.309 


2.309 


NA 


2.309 


100.0 


NA 


100.0 


Northern Marianai 


5.818 


1.750 


7,566 


2,515 


0 


2.515 


43.2 


0.0 


33.2 


Palau 


2.677 


809 


3.486 


2.677 


809 


3.486 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


Puerto Rico 


31.516 


2,206 


33.722 


4.775 


0 


4,775 


15.2 


0.0 


14 2 


Virgin Islands tJ 




















\ loial US, DC 



[ And Territories 2J84.806 47.694__2.232.500 1,7 29 986 12.851 1.746.105 



a/ Data not reportod 



Table B5c Changes in LEP Enrollment, LEP Enrollment in Special Programs, and Percent LEP Enrolled In Special 
Programs to Meet Their Educational Needs, by School Type and by State: 1990-91 to 1991-92 





Chang* 


J m LEP Enrollment 


Change in 


LEP In Special Programs 


H Change in LEP Enrolled in 


Special Program 


Stale 


Public Nonpublic 


Total 


Public 


Nonpublic 


Total 


Public 


Nonpublic 


Total 


Alabama 


722 


NA 


619 


213 


NA 


213 


81.6 


NA 


81.6 


Alaska 


872 


0 


872 


872 


0 


872 


7.8 




7.8 


Arizona 


7.485 


2.729 


10.214 


5.995 


720 


6.715 


11.4 


52.2 


12 4 


Arkansas a/ 


, 





— 


— 















California 


92.243 


NA 


92.243 


78.857 


NA 


78,857 


10.6 


NA 


10.6 


Colorado 


7,838 


NA 


7.838 


7.572 


NA 


7.572 


77.7 


NA 


77.7 


Connecticut 


818 


NA 


(285) 


511 


NA 


75 


3.5 


NA 


0.5 


Delaware 


127 


(10) 


117 


22 


0 


22 


2.5 




2.5 


District of Columbia 


189 


7 


196 


693 


52 


745 


25.0 




26.9 


Florida 


13,351 


NA 


13,351 


19.083 


NA 


19.083 


29.5 


MA 


29.5 


Georgia 


1.395 


(361) 


1.034 


701 


0 


701 


1 1 .6 




1 1.6 


Hawaii 


681 


22 


703 


681 


(45) 


636 


7.1 


(100.0) 


6.6 


Idaho 


1,038 


(44) 


094 


789 


1 


700 


22.8 


11.1 


22.8 


Illinois 


7,887 


NA 


7,887 


9,992 


NA 


9,992 


13.9 


NA 


13.9 


Indiana 


152 


NA 


152 


161 


NA 


161 


8.9 


MA 


8.9 


Iowa 


683 


29 


712 


834 


20 


854 


25.3 


74.1 


25.7 


Kansas 


1,496 


23 


1,519 


1.524 


NA 


1.524 


34.3 


NA 


34.3 


Kentucky a/ 









— 


. , 










Louisiana 


685 


10 


695 


1.089 


NA 


1.089 


18.9 


NA 


16.9 


Maine 


(281) 


68 


(213) 


374 


23 


397 


53.0 


57.5 


53.3 


Maryland 


(156) 


35 


(121) 


(129) 


34 


(95) 


(1 1) 


9.7 


(0 8) 


Massachusetts 


302 


4 


306 


46 


4 


50 


0.1 


1.3 


0.1 


Michigan 


(392) 


NA 


(392) 


427 


NA 


427 


2.4 


NA 


2.4 


Minnesota 


2,617 


NA 


2.565 


2,056 


NA 


2.054 


15.8 


NA 


15.8 


Mississippi 


107 


198 


3C5 


NA 


NA 


NA 


N A 


N A 


NA 


Missouri 


611 


(76) 


535 


NA 


NA 


NA 


NA 


NA 


NA 


Montana 


172 


17 


189 


NA 


NA 


1.577 


NA 


NA 


60.5 


Nebraska 


581 


18 


590 


311 


14 


325 


33.2 


700.0 


34.6 


Nevada 


1 ,681 


(3) 


1.678 


915 


(12) 


003 


10.4 


(19 7) 


10.2 


New Hampshire 






(11) 


(223) 


44 


(170) 


(27 4) 


1 1 8.9 


(21 0) 


New Jersey 


(2.356) 


(899) 


(3,255) 


(2.356) 


NA 






N A 




New Mexico 


(Q 1Qfi\ 


NA 


(0.198) 


(2,878) 


NA 


(2,878) 


(5.4) 


NA 


A\ 


New York 


15,970 


679 


16,649 


2,095 


f7l0) 

\r IV) 


1 m r 


1 A 


(15.9) 


0.9 


North Carolina 


1,026 


NA 


996 


(30) 


NA 


(60) 


(1 0) 


MA 


(1.9) 


North Dakota 


1.334 


1.058 


2,392 


(293) 


101 


(102) 


(14.8) 


140.3 


(9 3) 


Ohio 


2.021 


159 


2.180 


6.490 


266 


6,765 


254.6 


162.2 


240.0 


Oklahoma 


1.799 


46 


1.S45 


6,398 


NA 


6.426 


75.9 


NA 


76.2 


Oregon 


5.048 


NA 


5.043 


6,301 


NA 


6.301 


201.6 


NA 


201.6 


Pennsylvania a/ 






— 


— 












Rhode Island 


17 


NA 


510 


17 


NA 


510 


0.2 


NA 


6.7 


South Carolina a/ 






, , 















South Dakota 


2,454 


(184) 


2.270 


293 


380 


673 


11.3 


29.9 


17.4 


Tennessee 




/1 A\ 

(14) 


(1.024) 


(061) 


17 


(044) 


(27.6) 


34.0 


(26.7) 


Texas 


1Q 0*70 


(637) 


18.635 


(3.529) 


r#W7^ 


(4.166) 


(1.2) 


(43.9) 


(1.5) 


Utah 


8.765 


(27) 


8.733 


(595) 


u 


(595) 


(18.7) 




(18.7) 


Vermont 


75 


5 


80 


7 


5 


12 


2.4 


• 


4.2 


Virginia a/ 


_ 


— 


— 




— 





— 


. 




Washington 


5,431 


237 


5.668 


5.431 


80 


5.511 


19.1 


74.8 


10.3 


West Virginia a/ 


— 





— 


— 




— 










Wisconsin 


142 


369 


511 


(»0) 


(2) 


(92) 


(0.7) 


(2.5) 


(0.7) 


Wyoming 


25 


52 


77 


55 


101 


156 


7.9 


53.2 


17.6 


I Total U S. and D.C. 


194.404 


2.798 


197.202 


153.953 


1.283 


152.968 


9.0 


1 1 .5 


8.0 I 


fVMUILl'fllL CMS m 


620 


(674) 


(54) 


468 


(363) 


100 


11.6 


(42.0) 


_ — i 
2.0 


Guam a/ 




















Northern Marianas 


753 


(14) 


739 


573 


0 


573 


22.8 




22.8 


Palau 


(502) 


(101) 


(663) 


(1.089) 


(550) 


(1,639) 


(40.7) 


(68.0) 


(47.0) 


Puerto Rico 


603 


294 


897 


100 


NA 


100 


2.1 


NA 


2 1 


Virgin Islands a/ 




















(Totai U.S , D C. 




















[ And Territories 


195.909 


2.243 


198,212 


152.535 


365 


150.632 


8.8 


2 8 


B 6 



a/ Data not reportod 



Table B6a 



LEP Students Who Could Benefit From but are not Enrolled in Special Programs to Meet 
Their Educational Needs, by School Type and by State: 1991-92 







Total LEP 




LEP Not 


Enrolled in Speci 


al Programs 


Percent LEP Not Enrolled 


Slate 


Public 


Nonpublic 


Total 


Public 


Nonpublic 


Total 


Public 


Nonpublic 


Total 


Alabama 


1.671 


NA 


1.671 


1.197 


NA 


1.197 


71.6 


NA 


71 6 


Alaska 


12.056 


0 


12.056 


0 


0 


0 


0.0 


- 


0.0 


Arizona 


67.398 


6.543 


75.941 


8.771 


6.445 


15.216 


13.0 


75.4 


20.0 


Arkansas a/ 


— 


— 


— 




— 


— 










California 


1,078.705 


NA 


1.078.705 


257.185 


NA 


257.185 


23.8 


NA 


23.8 


Colorado 


25.025 


NA 


25.025 


7.707 


NA 


7.707 


30.8 


NA 


30.8 


Connecticut 


16.703 


NA 


16.703 


1.487 


NA 


1.487 


8.9 


NA 


' 8.9 


Delaware 


1.029 


157 


2.086 


1.022 


157 


1.179 


53.0 


100.0 


56.5 


District of Columbia 


3.461 


94 


3.555 


0 


42 


42 


0.0 


44.7 


1 .2 


Florida 


97,288 


NA 


97.288 


13.463 


NA 


13.463 


13.8 


NA 


13.3 


Georgia 


7.817 


138 


7.955 


1.080 


138 


1,218 


13.8 


100.0 


15.3 


Hawaii 


10.335 


98 


10,433 


0 


98 


98 


0.0 


100.0 


0.9 


Idaho 


4,970 


10 


4.980 


723 


0 


723 


14.5 


0.0 


14.5 


Illinois 


87.178 


NA 


87.178 


5.329 


NA 


5.329 


6.1 


NA 


6.1 


Indiana 


4.822 


NA 


4.822 


2.846 


NA 


2.846 


59.0 


NA 


59.0 


Iowa 


4.266 


151 


4.417 


133 


104 


237 


3.1 


68.9 


5.4 


Kansas 


6.066 


114 


6,180 


102 


114 


216 


1.7 


100.0 


3.5 


Kentucky 


1.544 


NA 


1.544 


235 


28 


263 


15.2 


NA 


17.C 


Louisiana 


8.339 


701 


9.040 


1,481 


NA 


1.481 


17.8 


NA 


16.4 


Maine 


1.662 


108 


1.770 


482 


146 


628 


29.0 


135.2 


35.5 


Maryland 


12.101 


479 


12.580 


0 


94 


94 


0.0 


19.6 


0.7 


Massachusetts 


42.598 


314 


42.912 


4.555 


11 


4,566 


10.7 


3.5 


10.6 


Michigan 


33.720 


NA 


36.720 


18,245 


NA 


18.245 


49.7 


NA 


49.7 


Minnesota 


1 5.769 


NA 


15,769 


733 


NA 


733 


4.6 


NA 


4.6 


Mississippi 


1.748 


1,310 


3,058 


461 


33 


494 


26.4 


2.5 


16.2 


Missouri 


3.838 


512 


4,350 


NA 


NA 


NA 


NA 


NA 


NA 


Montana 


6.374 


450 


6,824 


2.529 


450 


2,979 


39.7 


100.0 


43.7 


Nebraska 


1.805 


51 


1.856 


556 


35 


591 


30.8 


68.6 


31 .8 


Nevada 


10,664 


71 


10.735 


980 


22 


1.002 


9.2 


31.0 


9.3 


New Hampshire 


1.054 


81 


1.135 


358 


27 


385 


34.0 


33.3 


33.9 


New Jersey 


45,204 


2.311 


47,515 


0 


NA 


0 


0.0 


NA 


0.0 


New Mexico 


64.307 


NA 


64.307 


16.597 


NA 


16,597 


25.8 


NA 


25.8 


New York 


165,484 


19,373 


184,857 


16,778 


15,606 


32.384 


10.1 


80.6 


17.5 


North Carolina 


7,026 


NA 


7.026 


268 


NA 


268 


3.8 


NA 


3.8 


North Dakota 


8.076 


1.503 


9,579 


6.383 


1.330 


7.713 


79.0 


88.5 


80.5 


Ohio 


10,596 


576 


11,172 


1.544 


146 


1,690 


14.6 


25.3 


15.1 


Oklahoma 


16.393 


1,312 


17.705 


1,560 


1.284 


2,844 


9.5 


97.9 


16.1 


Oregon 


12.605 


NA 


12.605 


3.178 


NA 


3.178 


25.2 


NA 


25.2 


Pennsylvania eJ 


— 


. 










— 








Rhode Island 


7,649 


493 


8.142 


0 


0 


0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


South Carolina 


1,396 


70 


1.466 


287 


0 


287 


20.6 


0.0 


19.6 


South Dakota 


5,848 


3,113 


8.961 


3,010 


1.418 


4.428 


51.5 


45.6 


49.4 


Tennessee 


2.569 


67 


2.636 


50 


0 


50 


1.9 


0.0 


1.9 


Texas 


331.054 


815 


331.869 


49,125 


0 


49,125 


14.8 


0.0 


14.8 


Utah 


23.598 


o 


23.59G 


21.014 


o 


91 ft 1 A 
£. 1 ,U 1 *+ 


89.0 




89.0 


Vermont 


550 


30 


580 


255 


25 


<cOU 


46.4 


83.3 


48.3 


Virginia a/ 














— 








Washington 


33.904 


410 


34,314 


0 


223 


223 


0.0 


54.4 


0.6 


West Virginia a/ 


— 




— 


— 


— 


— 


— 








Wisconsin 


14.676 


483 


15,159 


996 


405 


1,401 


6.8 


83.9 


9.2 


Wyoming 


1,705 


291 


1.906 


882 


73 


955 


51.7 


25.1 


47.8 


i Total U.S. and D.C. 


2.326.546 


44.229 


2.370.775 


453,587 


28.454 


482,041 


19.5 


64.3 


20 3 I 




1 0.964 


824 


1 1 .788 


6.477 


. 316 


6.793 


59.1 


38.3 


57.6 


Guam a/ 




















Northern Marianas 


6.571 


1.736 


8.307 


3,483 


1.736 


5,219 


53.0 


100.0 


62.8 


Patau 


2.175 


648 


2.823 


587 


389 


976 


27.0 


60.0 


34.6 


Puerto Rico 


32.1 tg 


2.500 


34.619 


27.244 


2,500 


29,744 


84.8 


100.0 


85.9 


Virgin Islands 


2.400 


0 


2.400 


1.561 


0 


1,561 


65.0 




65 0 


[Total U S.. D.C, 




















[_ And Territories 


2.380.775 


49.937 


2.430,712 


492.939 


33.395 


526.334 


20 7 


66 9 


21 7 ! 



a/ Data not roporiod 

^ 60 BEST COPY AVAILABLE 



Table B6b LEP Students Who Could Benefit From but are not Enrolled in Special Programs to Meet 

Their Educational Needs, by School Type and by State: 1990-91 







Total LEP 




LEP Not Enrolled in Special Programs 


Percent LEP Not Enrolled 


State 


Public 


Nonpublic 


Total 


Public 


Nonpublic 


Total 


Public 


Nonpublic 


Total 


Alabama 


949 


103 


1.052 


949 


103 


1.052 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


Alaska 


11.184 


0 


11.184 


11.184 


0 


1 1.184 


100.0 


* 


100.0 


Arizona 


59.013 


5.814 


65.727 


7.281 


4.436 


11.717 


12.2 


76.3 


17.8 


Arkansas 


2.000 


0 


2.000 


NA 


NA 


NA 


0.0 


NA 


0.0 


California 


086.462 


NA 


986.462 


243.808 


NA 


243.808 


24.7 


NA 


' 24.7 


Colorado 


17.187 


0 


17.187 


7.441 


NA 


7.441 


43.3 


NA 


43.3 


Connecticut 


15.885 


1.103 


16.988 


1.180 


667 


1.847 


7.4 


60.5 


10.9 


Delaware 


1.802 


167 


1.969 


718 


167 


885 


39.8 


100.0 


44.9 


District of Columbia 


3.272 


87 


3,350 


504 


0 


504 


154 


0.0 


15.0 


Florida 


83.037 


NA 


83.037 


19.105 


NA 


10,105 


22.9 


NA 


22.9 


Georgia 


6.422 


409 


6.021 


386 


499 


885 


6.0 


100.0 


12.8 


Hawaii 


0,654 


76 


0.730 


0.654 


31 


0,685 


100.0 


40.8 


99.5 


Idaho 


3.032 


54 


3.986 


510 


54 


573 


13.2 


100.0 


14.4 


Illinois 


79.201 


NA 


70.201 


7.434 


NA 


7.434 


0.4 


NA 


9.4 


Indiana 


4.670 


NA 


4.670 


2.855 


NA 


2,855 


61.1 


NA 


61.1 


Iowa 


3,583 


122 


3.705 


284 


05 


379 


7.9 


77.9 


10.2 


Kansas 


4.570 


91 


4.661 


221 


NA 


221 


4.8 


NA 


4.7 


Kentucky aJ 


— 


— 


— 


_ 


— 


— 


— 


— 





Louisiana 


7.654 


691 


8.345 


2.559 


NA 


2.550 


334 


NA 


30.7 


Maine 


1.943 


40 


1.983 


1.233 


0 


1,238 


63.7 


0.0 


62.4 


Maryland 


12.257 


444 


12.701 


27 


03 


120 


0.2 


20.9 


0.9 


Massachusetts 


42,296 


310 


42.606 


4.200 


1 1 


4.310 


10.2 


3.5 


10.1 


Michigan 


37.112 


NA 


37.112 


18.048 


NA 


18.048 


48.6 


NA 


48.6 


Minnesota 


13,152 


52 


13.204 


172 


50 


222 


1.3 


96.2 


1.7 


Mississippi 


1.641 


1 .112 


2.753 


196 


3 


199 


11.9 


0.3 


7.2 


Missouri 


3.227 


568 


3,815 


NA 


NA 


NA 


NA 


NA 


NA 


Montana 


6.202 


433 


6.635 


NA 


NA 


4,367 


NA 


NA 


65.8 


Nebraska 


1.224 


33 


1.257 


286 


31 


317 


23.4 


93.9 


25.2 


Nevada 


8.983 


74 


0,057 


214 


13 


227 


2.4 


17.6 


2.5 


New Hampshire 


1,085 


61 


1.146 


271 


24 


205 


25.0 


39.3 


25.7 


New Jersey 


47.560 


3,210 


50.770 


0 


NA 


0 


0.0 


NA 


0.0 


New Mexico 


73,505 


NA 


73,505 


24.262 


NA 


24.262 


33.0 


NA 


33.0 


New York 


140,514 


18.694 


168.208 


2,903 


14,217 


17,120 


1.9 


76.1 


10.2 


North Carolina 


6.000 


30 


6.03O 


057 


NA 


057 


16.0 


NA 


15.9 


North Dakota 


6.742 


445 


7.187 


4,756 


373 


5,129 


70.5 


83.8 


71.4 


Ohio 


8.575 


417 


8.992 


6.022 


253 


6.275 


70.2 


60.7 


69.8 


Oklahoma 


14,594 


1,266 


15.860 


13.510 


NA 


13,510 


92.6 


NA 


85.2 


Oregon 


7.557 


NA 


7.557 


4.431 


NA 


4.431 


58.6 


NA 


58.6 


Pennsylvania a/ 




















Rhode island 


7.632 


NA 


7.632 


7.632 


NA 


7.632 


100.0 


NA 


100.0 



South Dakota 


3.394 


3.297 


6,691 


799 


2,028 


2,827 


23.5 


61.5 


42.3 


Tennessee 


3.579 


81 


3.660 


99 


31 


130 


2.8 


38.3 


3.6 


Texa6 


311.782 


1.452 


313.234 


26.324 


NA 


26.324 


8 4 


NA 


8.4 


Utah 


14.833 


27 


14.860 


11.654 


27 


. 11.681 


78.6 


100.0 


78.6 


Vermont 


475 


25 


500 


212 


0 


212 


44.6 


0.0 


42.4 


Virginia &/ 




















Washington 


28.473 


173 


28.646 


0 


66 


66 


0.0 


38.2 


0.2 


West Virginia 


224 


7 


231 


167 


7 


174 


74.6 


100.0 


75.3 


Wisconsin 


14.534 


114 


14,648 


764 


34 


798 


5.3 


29.8 


5.4 


Wyoming 


1,680 


239 


1.919 


985 


49 


1.034 


58.6 


20.5 


53.9 


'Total U.S snd D C 


2.132.142 


41431 


2.173.573 


446.400 


23.362 


474.129 


20 9 


56.4 


21.8 | 


American Samoa 


10.344 


1.498 


11.842 


6.325 


622 


6.947 


61.1 


41.5 


58.7 


Guam 


2.309 


NA 


2.309 


2,309 


NA 


2.309 


100.0 


NA 


100.0 


Northern Marianas 


5.818 


1.750 


7.568 


3.303 


1.750 


5,053 


56.8 


100.0 


66.8 


Patau 


2.677 


809 


3.486 


2,677 


809 


3.486 


100.0 


100.0 


100 0 


Puerto Rico 


31.516 


2.206 


33.722 


26.741 


2.206 


28.947 


84 8 


100.0 


85 8 


Virgin Islands &/ 




















. r Total U S . D C 

i 


















— \ 


|_ And Territories 


2.184 806 


47.694 


2.232.500 


487.755 


28,749 


520.871 


22 3 


60 3 


23 3 I 



a/ Data not reported 



Table B6c Changes in LEP Enrollment, LEP not Enrolled in Special Programs, and Percent LEP not Enrolled 

in Special Programs To Meet Their Educational Needs, by School Type and by State: 1990-91 to 1991-92 





Change in LEP Enrollment 


Change in LEP Not in Special Programs 


H Change in LEP Not in Special Program 


Slate 


Public 


Nonpublic 


Total 


Public 


Nonpublic 


Total 


Public 


Nonpublic 


Total 


Alabama 


722 


NA 


610 


248 


NA 


145 


28.1 


NA 


13.8 


Alaska 


872 


0 


872 


(11.184) 


0 


(11.184) 


(100.0) 


• 


(100.0) 


Arizona 


7.485 


2,720 


10.214 


1.400 


2.000 


3.409 


20.5 


45.3 


20.0 


Arkansas a/ 




— 


— 


— 


— 













California 


02.243 


NA 


02.243 


13.377 


NA 


13.377 


5.5 


NA 


5.5 


Colorado 


7.838 


NA 


7.83S 


266 


NA 


286 


3.6 


NA 


3.6 


Connecticut 


818 


NA 


(285) 


307 


NA 


(360) 


26.0 


NA 


(10.5) 


Delaware 


127 


(10) 


117 


304 


(10) 


204 


42.3 


(80) 


33.2 


District of Columbia 


160 


7 


106 


(504) 


42 


(462) 


(100.0) 




(01 71 


Florida 


13.351 


NA 


13.351 


(5,732) 


NA 


(5,732) 


(2Q O) 


NA 




Georgia 


1.395 


(361) 


1.034 


604 


(361) 


333 


170.8 


(72.3) 


37-6 


Hawaii 


681 


22 


703 


(0.654) 


67 


(0,587) 


(100.0) 


216.1 


(00 01 


Idaho 


1.038 


(44) 


004 


204 


(54) 


150 


30.3 


(100 01 


26 2 


Illinois 


7.887 


NA 


7,887 


(2.105) 


NA 


(2,105) 


(28 3) 


NA 




Indiana 


152 


NA 


152 


(») 


NA 


(0) 


10 31 


NA 




Iowa 


683 


29 


712 


(151) 


0 


(142) 


(53,2) 


0.5 


(37 51 


Kansas 


1.406 


23 


1.510 


(110) 


NA 


(5) 


(53.8) 


NA 


(2 31 


Kentucky a/ 


— 


— 

















Louisiana 


685 


10 


695 


(1.078) 


NA 


(1,078) 


(42.1) 


NA 


f42 11 


Maine 


(281) 


68 


(213) 


(756) 


146 


(610) 


(61.1) 




(dQ 1\ 

.OJ 


Maryland 


(156) 


35 


(121) 


(27) 


1 


(26) 


(100.0) 


1 .1 ' 


r?i ti 

\£l.f) 


Massachusetts 


302 


4 


306 


256 


0 


256 


6.0 


0.0 


5.0 


Michigan 


(302) 


NA 


(302) 


107 


NA 


107 


1 1 


MA 


1 . 1 


Minnesota 


2,617 


NA 


2.565 


561 


NA 


511 


326.2 


NA 


230 2 


Mississippi 


107 


108 


305 


265 


30 


295 


135.2 


1 000 0 


148.2 


Missouri 


611 


(76) 


535 


NA 


NA 


NA 


NA 


NA 


MA 


Montana 


172 


17 


169 


NA 


NA 


(1.388) 


NA 


NA 


(3"\ fll 


Nebraska 


581 


18 


509 


270 


4 


274 


04.4 


12.0 


86.4 


Nevada 


1,681 


(3) 


1,678 


766 


0 


775 


357.0 


60.2 


341 .4 


New Hampshire 


(31) 


20 


(11) 


87 


3 


00 


32.1 


12.5 


30.5 


New Jersey 


(2.356) 


(800) 


(3,255) 


0 


NA 


o 








New Mexico 


(0.108) 


NA 


(0,108) 


(7.665) 


NA 


(7.665) 


(3 1 .6) 


NA 


(31 61 


New York 


15.070 


670 


16.640 


13,875 


1 380 


1 £ OKA 


478.0 


0.8 


80.2 


North Carolina 


1,026 


NA 


006 


(680) 


NA 


(680) 


(72.0) 


NA 


(72 01 


North Dakota 


1.334 


1.058 


2,302 


1,627 


057 


2,584 


34.2 


256.6 


50.4 


Ohio 


2,021 


150 


2.160 


(4.478) 


(107) 


(4,585) 


(74.4) 


(42 31 


(71 11 
t'°- 1 ) 


Oklahoma 


1.709 


46 


1.845 


(11.050) 


NA 


(10.666) 


(88.5) 


NA 


(78 01 


Oregon 


5,04* 


NA 


5.045 


(1 .253) 


NA 


(1,263) 


(28 31 


NA 




Pennsylvania a7 


«_ 





, . 














Rhode Island 


17 


NA 


510 


(7,632) 


NA 


(7,632) 


(100.0) 


NA 


(100.0) 


South Carolina a/ 


— 




















South Dakota 


2 454 


(184) 


2.270 


2,211 


(610) 


1,601 


276.7 


(30.1) 


56.6 


Tennessee 


(1.010) 


(14) 


(1,024) 


(40) 


(31) 


(80) 


(40.5) 


(100.0) 


(81.5) 


Texas 


10.272 


(637) 


16.635 


22.801 


KJ A 


22,801 


86.6 


NA 


86.6 


Utah 


8.785 


(27) 


8,738 


0 360 




0,333 


80.3 


(100.0) 


70.0 


Vermont 


75 


5 


80 


43 


25 


68 


20.3 




32.1 


Virginia eJ 


— 


— 


— 


— 


— 












Washington 


5.431 


237 


5.668 


0 


157 


157 


• 


237.0 


237.0 


West Virginia tJ 


— 


— 


— 


— 


— 


— 











Wisconsin 


142 


360 


511 


232 


371 


603 


30.4 


1,001.2 




Wyoming 


25 


52 


77 


(103) 


24 


(70) 


(10.5) 


40.0 


(7.6) 


[Total U.S. andD.C 


104.404 


2.708 


107,202 


7.187 


5.002 


7,012 


1.6 


21.8 


17 | 


Amoncan Samoa 


620 


(674) 


(54) 


152 


(306) 


(154) 


2.4 


(40.2) 


(2.2) 


Guam a/ 




















Northern Marianai 


753 


(14) 


730 


180 


(14) 


166 


5.4 


(0.8) 


3.3 


Palau 


(502) 


(161) 


(663) 


(2.0OO) 


(420) 


(2,510) 


(78.1) 


(510) 


(72 0) 


Puerto Rico 


603 


204 


807 


503 


204 


707 


1.0 


13 3 


2 8 


Virgin Itiands tJ 




















(Total U S , D C 
And Torntones 


105 969 


2.243 


108.212 


5.184 


4,646 


5.463 


1 1 


16 2 


1 0 



a/ D«ia not roportod 
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Table B7 Number and Percent of LEP Students Served by Federal, State and Local Programs 

by Stale and by Type of Program: 1991 -92 





Chapter 1 




Migrant 




Even Start 


Emergency Immigrant 


Special Education 


State 


Number Percent 


Number Percent 


Number 


Percent 


Number 


Percent 


Number 


Percent 


Alabama 


NA 


NA 


NA 


NA 


0 


0.0 


0 


0.0 


NA 


NA 


Alatka 


1.174 


9.7 


1.101 


9.1 


36 


0.3 


0 


0.0 


1.430 


11.9 


Arizona 


13.555 


17.8 


4.087 


5.4 


148 


0.2 


16,001 


21.1 


8,289 


10.9 


Arkansas a/ 


— 


— 


— 


— 


— 


— 


— 


— 


— 


— 


California 


436.477 


40.5 


98.185 


9.1 


NA 


NA 


348,068 


32.3 


62.458 


5.8 


Colorado 


831 


3.3 


1.984 


7.9 


0 


0.0 


2.083 


8.3 


191 


0.8 


Connecticut 


8,467 


50.7 


1.972 


11.8 


4 


0.0 


3,857 


23.1 


2.389 


14.3 


Delaware 


NA 


NA 


0 


0.0 


0 


0.0 


0 


0.0 


NA 


NA 


District of Columbia 


556 


15.6 


127 


3.6 


154 


4.3 


3,461 


97.4 


255 


7.2 


Florida 


20.453 


21.0 


4.897 


5.0 


2,155 


2.2 


33.510 


34.4 


8.606 


8.8 


Georgia 


828 


10.4 


573 


7.2 


NA 


NA 


3.848 


48.4 


157 


2.0 


Hawaii 


0 


0.0 


0 


0.0 


0 


0.0 


2.904 


27.8 


0 


0.0 


Idaho 


1,854 


37.2 


2.776 


55.7 


72 


1.4 


466 


9.4 


198 


4.0 


Illinois 


805 


0.9 


2,036 


2.3 


NA 


NA 


38.944 


44,7 


2,599 


3.0 


Indiana 


842 


17.5 


NA 


NA 


0 


0.0 


0 


0.0 


279 


5.8 


Iowa 


407 


9.2 


473 


10.7 


NA 


NA 


224 


5,1 


76 


1.7 


Kansas 


1.643 


26.6 


2.522 


40.8 


28 


0.5 


2.185 


35,4 


118 


1.9 


Kentucky 


61 


4.0 


207 


13.4 


0 


0.0 


0 


0.0 


35 


2.3 


Louisiana 


694 


7.7 


1,753 


19.4 


20 


0.2 


3.480 


38.5 


373 


4.1 


Maine 


41 


2.3 


41 


2.3 


0 


0,0 


257 


14,5 


24 


1.4 


Maryland 


1.879 


14.9 " 


0 


0.0 


6,219 


49.4 


292 


2,3 


94 


0.7 


Massachusetts 


7.345 


17.1 


4.064 


9.5 


0 


0.0 


17.070 


39.8 


11,378 


26.5 


Michigan 


NA 


NA 


25.408 


89.2 


1.907 


5.2 


3.618 


9.9 


NA 


NA 


Minnesota 


3.309 


21.4 


675 


4.3 


31 


0.2 


1,390 


8.8 


880 


5.6 


Mississippi 


1.055 


34.5 


182 


6.0 


16 


0.5 


0 


0.0 


225 


7.4 


Missouri 


3.313 


76.2 


72 


1.7 


41 


0.9 


847 


19.5 


NA 


NA 


Montana 


1.453 


21.3 


114 


1.7 


36 


0.5 


45 


0.7 


513 


7.5 


Nebraska 


0 


0.0 


0 


0.0 


0 


0.0 


0 


0.0 


47 


2.5 


Nevada 


NA 


NA 


NA 


NA 


NA 


NA 


NA 


NA 


NA 


NA 


New Hampshire 


128 


11.3 


NA 


NA 


NA 


NA 


NA 


NA 


26 


2.3 


New Jersey 


14.852 


31.3 


270 


0.6 


NA 


NA 


21.293 


44,8 


1.368 


2.9 


New Mexico 


22.775 


35.4 


2.480 


3.9 


143 


0.2 


4.781 


7,4 


12,933 


20.1 


New York 


72.495 


39.2 


NA 


NA 


NA 


NA 


111.325 


60,2 


0 


0.0 


North Carolina 


442 


6.3 


1.242 


17.7 


0 


0.0 


5 


0,1 


53 


0.8 


North Dakota 


2.784 


29.1 


NA 


NA 


103 


1,1 


315 


3.3 


818 


8.5 


Ohio 


1.261 


11.3 


313 


2.8 


NA 


NA 


1.672 


15,0 


559 


5.0 


Oklahoma 


5.150 


29.1 


459 


2.6 


12 


0.1 


409 


2.3 


2.639 


14.9 


Oregon 


NA 


NA 


1.26C 


10.0 


30 


0.2 


3.657 


29.0 


625 


5.0 


Pennsylvania a/ 


— 


— 




— 


— 


— 


— 


— 


— 




Rhode Island 


0 


0.0 


332 


4.1 


0 


0.0 


7.975 


97,9 


330 


4.1 


South Carolina 


144 


9.8 


5 


0.3 


0 


0.0 


0 


0.0 


34 


2.3 


South Dakota 


1.199 


13.4 


1 


0.0 


300 


3.3 


0 


0.0 


2,267 


25.3 


Tennessee 


231 


8.8 


400 


15.2 


0 


0.0 


825 


31.3 


40 


1.5 


Texas 


128.673 


38.8 


13,506 


4.1 


1.502 


0.5 


69.189 


20.8 


27,436 


8.3 


Utah 


0 


0.0 


0 


0.0 


0 


0.0 


7.061 


29.9 


1.162 


4.0 


Vermont 


100 


17.2 


0 


0.0 


0 


0.0 


0 


0.0 


40 


6.9 


Virginia a/ 


— 


— 


— 


— 


— 


— 


— 


— 


— 


— 


Washington 


4.032 


11.8 


8,527 


24.8 


397 


1.2 


13.565 


39.5 


790 


2.3 


West Virginia a/ 


— 


— 


— 


— 


— 


— 


— 


— 


— 


— 


Wisconsin 


1.331 


8 8 


260 


1.7 


14 


0.1 


1.198 


7.9 


974 


6.4 


Wyoming 


312 


15.6 


62 


3.1 


40 


2.0 


0 


0.0 


24 


1.2 


I Total U.S. and D.C. 


763.011 


32.2 


182.366 


7.7 


13 408 


u.o 




30.6 


1 52,732 


6.4 | 


American Samoa 


0 


0.0 


0 


0.0 


0 


0.0 


0 


0.0 


46 


0.4 


Guam a/ 






















Northern Marianas 


0 


0.0 


0 


0.0 


0 


0.0 


0 


0.0 


199 


2.4 


Palau 


1.588 


56.3 


0 


0.0 


0 


0.0 


0 


0.0 


103 


6.8 


Puerto Rico c/ 


NA 




NA 




NA 




NA 




NA 




Virgin Islands 

I T^t - r 1 t o r> 


NA 


NA 


NA 


NA 


NA 


NA 


NA 


NA 


NA 


NA 



I And T erritories 76 4.599 31.5 m.366 7 5 13.40 8 0 6 725.820 20 9 153,170 6.3 

a/ Data not reported ~~ 
b/ Honda reportod a duplicaiod count m tho Stste Bitmgual Education catogory which was adjusted so as not to skow that national figuros. 
c/ Puorto Rico roported total paiticipant counts in iho federal program calogorio* rathor than ISP counts: thoroforo these data have boon 
|iPJj£" eliminated It om this anatvHis £l 3 



Table B7 Number and Percent of LEP Students Served by Federal, State and Local Programs 
(cont.) by State and by Type of Program: 1991-92 





Vocational Education 


TBE 


DBE 


SAIP 




Recent Arrivals 


Slate 


Number 


Peicent 


Number 


Percent 


Number 


Percent 


Number Percent 


Number 


Percent 


Alabama 


M A 

n A 


KJ A 
IN A 


OCA 


9n o 


0 


0.0 


124 


7.4 


0 


0.0 


Alaska 


M A 

ii A 


MA 

Ji a 




9 A 


0 


0.0 


278 


2.3 


0 


0.0 


Arizona 


13,813 


18.2 


tO. 106 


13.4 


Q 


n n 


4.616 


6.1 


0 


0.0 


Arkansas a/ 














— 


— 




— 


California 


MA 

ii A 


KJ A 
MA 


100,670 


Q 9 


065 


0.1 


12.682 


1.2 


3.573 


0.3 


Colorado 


U 


0.0 


4ol 


1 .8 


0 


0.0 


1.040 


4.2 


0 


0.0 


Connecticut 


41 1 


2.5 


370 


2.3 


1.000 


6.0 


0 


0.0 


0 


0.0 


Delaware 


MA 


MA 

il A 


o 

£ 


U.I 


0 


0.0 


6 


0.3 


0 


0.0 


District of Columbia 


110 


9 9 

O.O 


200 


5.6 


0 


0.0 


047 


26.6 


0 


0.0 


Florida b/ 


21 ,087 


21 ./ 


3,650 


3.8 


150 


0.2 


720 


0.7 


NA 


NA 


Georgia 


KJ A 

N A 


NA 


0 


0.0 


0 


0.0 


0 


0.0 


0 


0.0 


Hawaii 


0 


0.0 


364 


3.5 


0 


0.0 


1,085 


10.4 


0 


0.0 


Idaho 


I 


1 A C 


99j; 
ooo 


6.7 


0 


0.0 


50 


1.0 


0 


0.0 


Illinois 


NA 


NA 


2.160 


2.5 


600 


0.7 


2.315 


2.7 


0 


0.0 


Indiana 


1 50 


3.3 


215 


4.5 


0 


0.0 


50 


1.0 


0 


0.0 


Iowa 


610 


14.0 


042 


21.3 


0 


0.0 


0 


0.0 


0 


0.0 


Kansas 


OSS 


1 5.5 


0 


0.0 


0 


0.0 


226 


3.7 


0 


0.0 


Kentucky 


^ 1 u 


90 A 


O / 


C A 

5.6 


0 


0.0 


30 


1.0 


8 


0.5 


Louisiana 


0 


0.0 


648 


7.2 


0 


0.0 


910 


10.2 


0 


0.0 


Maine 


46 


2.6 


200 


16.0 


0 


0.0 


870 


40.2 


06 


5.4 


Mar/land 


0 


0.0 


406 


3.2 


0 


0.0 


0 


0.0 


0 


0.0 


Massachusetts 


0 


0.0 


5,377 


12.5 


740 


1.7 


412 


1.0 


0 


0.0 


Li j c h i n a n 


KJ A 
Yi A 


KJ A 

NA 


1 .01 1 


5.2 


120 


0.3 


6.036 


16.4 


0 


0.0 


Minnesota 


NA 


NA 


4.235 


26.0 


0 


0.0 


188 


1.2 


0 


0.0 


Jul i ftai Cfii n tVi 


NA 


NA 


626 


20.5 


0 


0.0 


865 


28.3 


0 


0.0 


Missou ri 


NA 


NA 


425 


0.8 


0 


0.0 


78 


1.8 


0 


0.0 


Montana 


712 


10.4 


1,001 


27.0 


0 


0.0 


373 


5.5 


0 


0.0 




U 


0.0 


202 


1 0.0 


0 


0.0 


144 


7.8 


0 


0.0 


Nevada 


NA 


NA 


NA 


NA 


NA 


NA 


NA 


NA 


NA 


NA 


New Hampshire 


0 


0.0 


0 


0.0 


0 


0.0 


48 


4.2 


0 


0.0 


New Jersey 


686 


1 .4 




5 A 

o.o 


0 


0.0 


0 


0.0 


0 


0.0 


New Mexico 


088 


1.5 


8.852 


13.8 


0 


0.0 


217 


0.3 


0 


0.0 


New York 


0 


0.0 


10,468 


10.5 


1,058 


0.6 


4,803 


2.6 


NA 


NA 


North Carolina 


8 


0.1 


253 


3.6 


0 


0.0 


5 


0.1 


0 


0.0 


North Dakota 


NA 


NA 


1.384 


14.4 


0 


0.0 


0 


0.0 


0 


0.0 


Ohio 


184 


1.6 


288 


2.6 


NA 


NA 


150 


1.3 


0 


0.0 


Oklahoma 


1.306 


7.0 


1.420 


8.0 


60 


0.3 


870 


5.0 


308 


1.7 


Oregon 


NA 


NA 


2,125 


16.0 


180 


1.4 


750 


6.0 


0 


0.0 



Pennsylvania tj 
Rhode Island 



South Carolina 
South Dakota 
Tennessee 
Texas 
Utah 



Vermont 
Virginia a/ 
Washington 
West Virginia a/ 
Wisconsin 
Wyoming 



125 



1.5 



0.0 



0.0 



700 



0 
NA 

0 

25,637 
0 



0.0 
NA 

0.0 
7.7 
0.0 



8.6 



125 
1.332 

NA 
7.623 
85 



8.5 
14.0 
NA 

2.3 
0.4 



0 
0 
NA 
1,122 
0 



0.0 
0.0 
NA 
0.3 
0.0 



0 

195 
NA 
2.084 
512 



0.0 
2.2 
NA 
0.0 
2.2 



15 

NA 

1,107 
11 



2.6 

NA 

7.3 
06 



5,695 
0 

122 



0.0 

16.6 

0.0 
6.1 



0 
81 



0.0 



0.0 



0.0 
4.1 



130 



0 

412 



0.0 

0.4 

0.0 
20.6 



Total U.S. and D.C. 60.216 



2.0 



187.775 



7.0 



6.085 



0.3 



45,848 



1.0 



American Samoa 
Guam a/ 

Northern Marianas 
Palau 

Puerto Rico c/ 
Virgin Islands 



2.702 
0 
NA 
NA 



0.0 

33.6 
0.0 

NA 



0 

408 
NA 
101 



0.0 

0.0 
16.6 

4.2 



0 
0 
NA 
NA 



0.0 



0.0 
0.0 



NA 



0 

680 
NA 
NA 



0.0 

0.0 
24.1 

NA 



120 



0 
C 
NA 
834 
86 



1,605 

0 



6,764 



0 
0 
NA 
NA 



1.5 
0.0 
0.0 
NA 
0.3 
0.4 
0.0 



4.0 



0.0 
2.2 



0.3 
0.0 

0.0 
0.0 

NA 



Total U.S . D.C. 


















And Territories 72.008 3.0 


188.344 


77 


6,085 


0.3 


46.528 


1.0 


6.764 


0.3 J 



9 

ERIC 



b/ Florida reported a duplicated count in the State Bilingual Education 
c/ Puerto Rico roportod total participant counts in the (odoial program 
eliminated trom this analyse 



category which was adjusted so as not to skew that national figures 
categories rather than LSP counts, therefoie these data have been 
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0 

ERIC 



Table B7 
(cont.) 



Number and Percent of LEP Students Served by Federal, State and Local Programs 
by State and by Type of Program: 1991 -92 





Magnet Schools 


Family English Literacy 


Special Populations 


State Bilingual 


State ESL onlv 


State 


Number 


Percent 


Number 


Percent 


Number 


Percent 


Number 


Percent 


Number 


Percent 


Alabsma 
Alaska 
Arizona 
Arkansas a/ 


0 
0 
u 


0.0 
0.0 
0.0 


0 
0 
0 


0.0 
0.0 
0.0 


0 

303 
0 


0.0 
2.5 
0.0 


NA 
12.050 
17,140 


NA 

100.0 
22.0 


0 
0 

38.085 


0.0 
0.0 
50.2 


California 


0 


0.0 


0.124 


0.0 


1.404 


0.1 


050.822 


01.2 


101.089 


15.0 


Colorado 

Connecticut 

Delaware 

District of Columbia 
Florida b/ 


0 
0 
0 
0 

NA 


0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
NA 


12 
0 
0 
0 

250 


0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.3 


100 
0 
0 
0 
00 


0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.1 


1,155 
12.848 
0 

209 
83.825 


4.0 
70.9 

0.0 
5.9 
80.2 


9.401 
2.368 
0 

3,252 
83.825 


37.0 
14.2 
0.0 
91.5 
80.2 


Georgia 

Hawaii 

Idaho 

Illinois 

Indiana 


0 
0 
0 
0 
0 


0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 


140 
0 
0 
00 

200 


1.8 
0.0 
0.0 
0.1 
4.3 


0 
0 
0 
0 
0 


0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 


0 

10.335 
0 

01.335 
015 


0.0 
99.1 

0.0 
70.4 
19.0 


0.737 
0 

4.247 
20,514 
715 


84.7 
0.0 
85.3 
23.5 
14.8 


Iowa 

Kansas 

Kentucky 

Louisiana 

Maine 


0 
0 
0 

©2 

0 


0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.7 
0.0 


0 
0 
0 
0 
0 


0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 


0 
0 
0 
0 
40 


0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
2.3 


942 
417 
780 

0 

NA 


21.3 
0.7 

50.5 
0.0 
NA 


3.238 
2.278 
0 

3.646 
NA 


73.3 
36.9 

tf.O 
40.3 

NA 


Maryland 

Massachusetts 

Michigan 

Minnesota 

Mississippi 


0 
0 

120 
0 
0 


0.0 
0.0 
0.3 
0.0 
0.0 


40 

0 

150 
0 
0 


0.4 
0.0 
0.4 
0.0 
0.0 


0 
0 
0 
0 
0 


0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 


0 

38.043 
18.475 
0 
0 


0.0 
88.7 
50.3 
0.0 
0.0 


0.520 
NA 

0 
0 
0 


51.9 
NA 

0.0 
0.0 
0.0 


Missouri 
Montana 
Nebraska 
Nevada 

New Hampshire 


0 
0 
0 
NA 
0 


0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
NA 
0.0 


0 
0 
0 

NA 
0 


0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
NA 
0.0 


0 
0 
0 

NA 

0 


0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
NA 

0.0 


2 
0 

202 
220 
30 


0.0 
0.0 
10.9 
2.1 
3.4 


185 
94 

1.003 
3.157 
123 


4.3 
1.4 
57.3 
29.4 
10.8 


New Jersey 

New Mexico 
New York 
North Carolina 
North Dakota 


0 
0 

NA 

0 
0 


0.0 
0.0 
NA 

0.0 
0.0 


0 
0 

1.568 
0 
0 


0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 


0 
0 

513 
21 
0 


0.0 
0.0 
0.3 
0.3 
0.0 


118 
74.421 
1.838 
0 
0 


0.2 
115.7 
1.0 
0.0 
0.0 


KJ A 

58 

148.706 
541 
482 


K1A 
vif\ 

0.1 
80.4 

7.7 
5.0 


Ohio 

Oklahoma 
Oregon 

Pennsylvania a/ 


0 
0 
0 


0.0 
0.0 
0.0 


0 
0 

375 


0.0 
0.0 
3.0 


0 

363 
430 


0.0 
2.1 
3.4 


3.018 
1.190 
0 


27.0 
6.7 
0.0 


2.815 
1.595 
25 


25.2 
9.0 
0.2 


Rhode Island 


3O0 


3.7 


0 


0.0 


0 


0.0 


1.403 


18.3 


0.410 


78.7 


South Carolina 
South Dakota 
Tennessee 
Texas 
Utah 


0 
0 

NA 

572 
0 


0.0 
0.0 
NA 
0.2 
0.0 


0 
0 

NA 

212 
0 


0.0 
0.0 
NA 
0.1 
0.0 


0 
0 

NA 

340 
0 


0.0 
0.0 
NA 
0.1 
0.0 


133 
0 

NA 

152,553 
NA 


9.1 
0.0 
NA 
40.0 
NA 


081 
NA 
NA 

1 *>Q OftA 
KJ A 

N A 


NA 
NA 
39.0 
NA 


Vermont 
Virginia a/ 


0 


0.0 


0 


0.0 


0 


0.0 


0 


0.0 


180 


31.0 


Washington 
West Virginia $J 


0 


0.0 


0 


0.0 


02 


0.3 


7.387 


21.5 


0 


0.0 


Wisconsin 
Wyoming 


0 
0 


0.0 
0.0 


0 
0 


0.0 
0.0 


0 

317 


0.0 
15.0 


10.O80 
0 


70.5 
0.0 


249 
92 


1.0 
4.0 


Total U.S. snd D.C. 


1.054 


0.0 


0.100 


0.4 


4.103 


0.2 


1.171.003 


49.4 


042.343 


27 1 | 


American Samoa 
Guam a/ 


0 


0.0 


0 


0.0 


0 


0.0 


1.499 


12.7 


4.995 


42.4 


Northern Marianss 
Palau 

Puerto Ricoc/ 
Virgin Islands 


0 
0 

NA 
NA 


0.0 
0.0 

NA 


0 
0 

NA 
NA 


0.0 
0.0 

NA 


0 
0 

NA 
NA 


0.0 

0.0 

NA 


3.088 
0 

4.875 
729 


37.2 
0.0 
14.1 
30 4 


0 
0 
0 
0 


0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 



| Total U S..D.C . 
[ And Territories 



1.054 



00 



9.109 



0 4 



4.103 



0.2 



1.181.794 48 6 



047.338 



a/ Data not reported 

b/ F.or.d. reported . dupltc.lod count ,n the State Bihnflual Educt.on category whtch wee ed|u.«ed eo no. to skew ih.t n.fonal hguro. 
CI Puerto R,co reported total p.rticpent countB in the loderel program category, r.thor then LSP count., thcefo.e thoao data have boon 
eliminated from tint nnalysn 
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Appendix C 
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Expiration &*ta 10-31-tS 



U.S. DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION 
OFFICE OF BILINGUAL EDUCATION AND MINORITY LANGUAGES AFFAIRS 

Survey of states' Limited English Proficient Persons 

and 

Available Educational Services 
School rear 1991-1992 



Reporting Requirements 

This survey is a major part of the required activities under Section 7032 of 
the Bilingual Education Act (20 U.S.C. 3302) and the state Educational Agency 
(SEA) Program regulations (34 CFR 548.10). The purpose of this survey ia to 
coUect inf o^matfon on the number of limited English prof icient (LEP persons 
in the State end the educational services provided or available to them. 

The results of this survey will be used to inform Congress and the U.S. 
Separ^t of Education about the size of the LEP population and the services 
available to LEP persons and Lo make funding decisions. 

General Instructions 

All items of this survey form must be completed. 
Include the name of the state on every page. 

Use additional sheets when necessary; make reference to the 
appropriate page number and survey item. 

o The information in Part I of this survey should be sent to all 
local educational agencies ( LEAs ) in the state- Jhe LEAs shoul 
report this information back to the state, at which time the stati 
will compile the results and submit to OBEMLA. 

.The information in Parts II and III of the survey are to be answered by th< 
St n r<» Directors only . 

Instructions for Completing Form 
Part I 

S^.r.tion A 

T-frp. ^ i and 2 . Self-explanatory 

Tte ^ 3 Count LEP students only one time even if they are served b 

more than one (1) Federal, State and/or Local programs, t 
avoid duplicating the student count. 



o 
o 
o 
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Ttfl™ 4f ft! . 

jh) , 

J 1-e.m 5 . 



Self-explanatory 



Iiem_3.. 



auction A. 



Sort: ion B . 



For ESL 
pullout , 



only program, describe 
ESL self contained etc., 



type of program, ie, 
in the space provided. 



ESL 



Do not include totals in this Item. 

Provide *ne count o£ LEP students who are not being served in 
programs. If all LEP students are being served by some 
educational program(s) such ae those included under Title VII, 
because state law mandates that all LEP students be served, 
provide such information in this item. 



Provide number of LEP students who tested below the state norm 
in the listed subject areas as well as other area3 you have 
tested. If state norm is not used, describe other criteria, 
and respond to this item utilizing that norm. 

Self-explanatory 

Provide number of LEP students who did not finish elementary 
or secondary school in school year 1991-1992, if available. 
Do not include students who dropped out of school during 1991- 
1992 but returned to school later during that year. Students 
who have relocated and reenrolled in other schools are not to 
be counted as drop-outs. 

Pert II 

Provide the state definition for LEP, if available. If state 
has no LEP definition, make reference to that in this section. 

Self-explanatory 



Part HI 



romnare FY 1990-1991 enrollment data provided in Part I, 
Section A, Items 1 and 2, with FY 1991-1992 enrollment data 
for consistency in numbers. If numbers from the two years 
mentioned vary by 10% or more, provide explanation of such 
variance. 



Se 1 f - exp 1 anat ory 
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PUT I 
BUUVCBBTIOI 

delete item trad en FT 1991*92 enrol lirnt data. 



L STWT znOLUBir (Sec. 7021 (c)(2) (lHC)(i), (9HD Of the Biliagwl bbcatitn let). 



i. The total rnaber of K-12 students enrolled in: 



o public schools 



o non-public schools 



Total 



2. The total nuiber of LIP students (K-12) enrolled in: 



o public schools ( 

o * non-public schools _____ 

Total 



3. The total inmber of Iff students enrolled in instructional 
prograas specifically designed to wet their educational 
needs. (Rote: Protide the total unduplicated count of Iff 
student* enrolled in Federal. State and local prpgraas . The 
combined total figures given in Iteo 3 and Itet 5, should equal the. 
total in I tea 2, above.) 



o public schools 



o non-public schools 

Total 



ERLC 
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BEST COPY AVAILABLE 



State: 



In this Section, please provide a count of Iff stadents enrolled ir. ea ch of th * following procracs. If students « 
enrolled in lore than one Federal, state and local prograi, count thet in each progru. i.e.. duplicated count. 

a. Federal Prams 

o Chapter I, Title 1. ESKA 

o Chapter I, Migrant 

o Even Start 

o Eaergencj laaigrant Education Assistance Prograi ■ 

o Special Education ____ 

o Vocational Education 
o ESEA Title VII 

• Transitional 3ilinguai Education (TBI) Prograi 

- Developiental Bilingual Education (ME) Prograi .. 

• Special Alternative Instructional Prograi (SUP) 

- Recent Arrivals (TBE and SAI? priorities) 

- Magnet Schools [IZl and SAIP priorities) 

- F«ily English Literaq Prograi 

- Special Populations Prograi 

o Other Federal Education progress (specify) 
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State: 



h. 9titi md/or local Education Proaraas 
o Bilingual Education Prograi 
o ESL Only Prograa 
o Other (Specify) 



The total nuaber of UP students vho are not enrolled in prograas listed in 
I tea 14 (above) and who need or could benefit fret educational progras such 
as those assisted under Title VII: 

(Xote: The combined total figures given in lt» 3 (unduplicated count) and 
Ites 5 (LEP students vho could benefit) should equal the total in Itea 2 above. } 

o public schools 



o non-public schools 



Total not enrolled in Prograas 



O . / J 

ERIC 



< ( 



State: 

I. EBoonoDL coDimi or up snoots (sec. 7021(c)(2)(c) (ill]] 

Indicate the nmber of UP students in each of the categories listed below: 

lrier of IIP Staksts Instx»ent(s) bad 

adflg ssatg *° ra 

. English Beading 

. Hatheoatics — 

. Science 

. Social Studies — 

. other (Specify) 

2. Ximhpr of LIP *tud«its retained in roe or BO™ gafo jurinq ^91-92. if aTailable. , 



3. pimifr r nT ' TJP stuflmts that hae rf»w*d out of school during 1 99H2. if ayailablc, 



State: 



The infomtinn mier Puts II md m staid be aapletod by tk State Director oaly, 

Mill 

nnnnonoi aim (sec. 7oa(c)(2)(c)(ii)) 

Describe the criteria/definition used to identify UP students* Include the percentile cutoff. appropriate. 



Check the oethodfs) used re identify LEP students in your State, 

Student records 

Teacner observation 

Teacher interview ^ 

Referral 

Parent infornation 
Etueent grades 
Hoae language suney 
Infonai assessaent 

Language proficiency test (specify) 

Adieresent test (specify) 

Criterion referenced test (specify) 

Other (specify) 



State: _____ 

fist in 
Drama f sms duetces 

Complete the following itess based oo current infonation for the 1991-92 school year. 

l nocmnaB n un 9 up smms 

Explain any nuabers in Ites i.2 of Part I that vary frot cwparable 1990-91 mabers of IEF students by ten percent (lOt) 
Include in your explanation the extent to vhich this variance is a result of: 

a) in or out sigration: or 

b) a state redefinition of limited English proficiency (LEP): 

c) other (Specify) 

and bov these factors affected the IIP count. 



State: 

ttSOmUM OF FBGSDS HSIOQD III Iff SIDUBS (Sec 7921(c)(2)(D)) 

Describe briefly each federal, SUte and Local progras listed in Part I. Itea A.4. that provide services to LEP students. 



